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Truth 


DUTY OF THINKING, HONORING, SAYING AND DOING 
By POPE JOHN XXIII 
Delivered over the radio, Vatican City, December 22, 1960 


E SAW His glory, the glory as it were of the Only 
Begotten of the Father, full of grace and truth (John 
1,14). 
Venerable brethren and dear children throughout the whole 
world: Peace and the apostolic blessing. 


THE GOSPEL PROLOGUE OF ST. JOHN 


May your acceptance of the greeting for a happy Christmas 
reciprocate what We are offering you of the feast. 

It is the inspiration of the first page of St. John’s Gospel, of 
that prologue which gives the theme to the sublime poem 
which hymns the mystery and the reality of the intimate and 
sacred union between the world of God and the sons of men, 
between heaven and earth, between the order of nature and 
that of grace; it shines forth and transforms itself into a spirit- 
ual triumph from the beginning of the world until its final 
dissolution. 

“In the beginning was the Word, and the Word was with 
God, and the Word was God. All things were made by Him. 
In Him was life, and the life was the light of men, and the 
light shineth in darkness, and the darkness did not compre- 
hend it” (John 1, 1; 1, 4-5). There was a man called John, 
to bear Witness to the light; he was not the light but only a 
witness who invited men to accept the light. The word of 
God by an ineffable stroke of divine condescension assumed 
human nature and took up His abode on earth among men 
and held familiar converse with them. 

All who recognized Him, and in Him received the word of 
God made man—let Us pronounce His Holy and blessed name: 
Jesus Christ, Son of God, Son of Mary—were united in the 
divine sonship of itself: “He gave them power to be made 
sons of God” (John 1, 12). They were therefore considered as 
His brethren, set apart with eternity as their inheritance. 


BASIC REMINDER OF DOCTRINE 

It is with this simple and basic reminder of doctrine and 
history that the announcement of Christmas and of Bethlehem 
comes to us. Sacred are these words which in lovely symphony 
re-echo in this place and in that, diffusing at once sweetness 
and beauty, later to break out together in the grand sweep of 
that magnificent composition which is the triple poem of the 
creation, of the Redemption at the price of Christ's Blood, and 
of the Church: one, holy, catholic, apostolic. Everything, that 
is, offered to the divine teaching and to the perfecting of life 
here below, for individuals and for nations that know how to 
profit by it. 

First, then, is the splendor of the Heavenly Father, glorified 
in His Son, who draws us towards the indescribable wonder 
of the relations existing between the Persons of the Most Holy 
Trinity. Then the second John, the Evangelist, hastens to tell 
us of the thoughts of the same Trinity for the benefit of man 
and of the Church, the Mystical Body of Christ, and of indi- 
vidual souls. 

“We have seen His glory—grace and truth.” It is on these 
words that the prologue ends; at that point also taking the note 
of glorious acclamation: “We have seen His glory.” 

What glory? That most exalted glory of the Word, who was 
“in the beginning and before all ages,” and by making Him- 
self man, being the Only Begotten of the Father, appeared “full 
of grace and truth.” Note well those two words grace and truth. 


GRACE 
The word “grace” is the first that issued from the angel’s 
lips as he announced to Mary the divine mystery; and it is 
grace in its fullness, “hail full of grace.” It is later repeated in 
various forms in Holy Writ and always it is an expression of 
kindness and goodness. 
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POPE JOHN XXIill 


“How abundant are Thy mercies, O Lord,” sings the 
psalmist with the note of tenderness that fills the heart with 
emotions—-"Beneath the covert of Thy wings the children of 
men shall put their trust; they are inebriated with the plenty 
of Thy house, and the torrent of Thy pleasures quenches their 
thirst. For with Thee is the fountain of life, and in Thy 
light we shall see light. Extend O Lord Thy grace to those 
who acknowledge Thee and grant Thy justice to the right of 
heart” (Ps. 35, 8-11). 

What happiness, what goodness, what a delight it would 
be to Us to speak to you of this grace! 


TRUTH 


But We have to admit to you, dear children, that it is 
especially with regard to truth that Our spirit feels itself 
uplifted, as life’s pastoral experience provides ever more 
striking examples of what is of primary importance and a 
fitting subject of study. 

St. Augustine, in giving a title to the Divine Word made 
visible at Bethlehem, names Him, without qualification, Truth, 
as the Only-Begotten of the Father, resplendent in the riches 
of His nature for the enlightenment of every creature, visible 
and invisible, material and spiritual, human and supernatural 
(Cf. De Trinitatis 15, 11:P.L. 42,071). 

The two Testaments contain the declaration of a doctrine 
which has its roots in the essence and splendor of truth, which 
shines forth from all ages, and is revealed to man, considered 
as the masterpiece and the priest of the visible universe, just 
as if it is a substance alive with a doctrine which extends 
beyond the developments of the twofold order, natural and 
supernatural. 

The first words of the Old Testament describe indeed the 
origin of the world; the concluding words of the New Testa- 
ment, “come Lord Jesus,” are the summing up of history, law 
and grace. 

For souls created by God and reserved for eternal destinies, 
the search for and the discovery of truth is natural; for truth 
is the immediate object of the inner activity of the human 
Spirit. 

Why is it called truth? Because it is a communication of 
God; and between man and truth there is no merely accidental 
relationship, but one which is necessary and of his essence. 


TRUTH IN MAN AND IN THE CHRISTIAN 

This truth, which is an outpouring of the Divine Word, 
shed light on the past, and with its rays clarifies the present. 
It is like the breath which gives assurance of life to come 
beyond the final appearance of God for the Last Judgment 
here below, which will decide the lot of each one for eternity. 

The enlightening, the quickening, the making alive, con- 
sidered in the physical world, but even more so in the spiritual, 
acknowledged and established deep within the life of man, 
whose features have something of the divine characteristics— 
“The light of Thy countenance, O Lord is signed upon us” 
(Ps. 4, 7)—is a source of joy for every soul. “Thou hast 
given gladness to my heart” (Ibid.). 

But what it is more important to arouse and retain is that, 
from man’s side, the attitude towards the recognition of 
truth inspires a sacred and very serious responsibility to co- 
operate with the plan of the Creator, Redeemer and Glorifier. 
And this must be said all the more of the Christian who, by 
means of the graces of the sacraments, clearly bears the sign 
of belonging to the family of God. Here exists and abides the 
dignity and the greatest responsibility which has been placed 
on man. It is to be said in the fullest possible sense to every 
Christian. It is to pay honor to the Son of God, the Word made 
Flesh, who gives to all humanity and the whole social order. 
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Our Lord offered for men’s imitation 30 years of silence 
so that they would learn to contemplate the truth in Him; 
and three years of unremitting and persuasive teaching so 
that they would grasp its example and life's purpose. 

The Divine Book is sufficient to fill us with this teaching 
and to uplift us. 

Union with Christ, Lord and Teacher—as He proclaimed 
Himself—is therefore the triumph of truth, the highest 
knowledge, the most perfect teaching. 

John the Evangelist spoke of Him as the Divine Word 
raised aloft in the light of the two Testaments: “Thy law 
was given by Moses, grace and truth came by Jesus Christ” 
(John 1, 17). Om another occasion the Divine Teacher 
repeated: “I am the light of the world, he that followeth me 
walketh not in darkness” (John 8, 12). 

Dear children, what is this light if it is not truth? In the 
books of the Old Testament the reference to truth is common. 
The psalmist repeats so many times this invocation of truth: 
“Thy mercy and truth, O Lord, ever support me” (Ps. 39, 12). 
Truth and justice ever were and remain about Thee. Thy truth 
protects me as a shield. Thy justice, Thy justice for ever; O 
Lord, truth abides for ever. Truth will turn out (to be) of 
advantage to all who know how to make use of it. All the 
ways of the Lord are truth. The Lord loves truth, grace and 
glory (Cf. Ps. 83, 12). 


THE EIGHTH COMMANDMENT 


In this light how attractive is the invitation to man to 
speak always the truth with his neighbor, and how stern and 
terrible the commandment never to utter falsehood against 
one’s neighbor: “Thou shalt not bear false testimony against 
thy neighbor” (Ex. 20, 16) and to judge with truth and with 
a mind of peace at your gates: “Speak ye truth everyone vo his 
neighbor: judge ye truth and judgment of peace in your gates” 
(Zach. 8, 16). 

St. Peter Canisius, doctor of the Church, in his famous 
"Summa Doctrinate Christianae” (auctoritatem sacrae scrip- 
turae et sanctorum patrum, venetiis ex. bibliotheca aldina, 
1571, p. 141), which was the catechism of whole generations, 
expressed the negative and the positive parts of this Com- 
mandment with penetrating and convincing words. 

For the negative part? Every false and deceiving witness is 
forbidden in which there can be some risk in a judicial de- 
cision, and even outside formal judgment, in which the good 
name of the neighbor can in any way become less by whisper- 
ers, detractors, malicious speakers, accusers and flatterers. For- 
bidden is every lie and every abuse of the tongue against the 
neighbor, and that in the same measure and in the same tone 
as in the three preceding commandments, namely, not to kill, 
not to commit adultery and not to steal. 

For the positive part, on the other hand, honor is given to 
speaking well and graciously of one’s neighbor, in defense of 
and to his advantage; without deceit, without pretense, without 
trickery. 

The teaching is all derived from the Old Testament which 
is very rich in passages on this point of truth at the service of 
innocence, justice and charity. 

And in the New Testament—the Gospel and the apostolic 
writings—what teaching on the substance, on the lofty wisdom 
of truth, understood and lived, and of God’s Commandment! 

By a glance at the passage in the Gospel of St. John, there 
is revealed the interesting encounter of Christ with those whom 
He had succeeded but recently in converting: “If you continue 
in my word, you will be my disciples indeed; and you will 
know the truth and the truth will make you free” (John 8, 
30-32). 

But that conversation, from being interesting, becomes 
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terrible when Christ leads His questioners to conclusions dis- 
couraging for every one who denies the known truth. 

“You claim to be children of Abraham. Do the works of 
Abraham then. On the other hand, I know that you intend to 
kill me, a man who has given you the truth, the truth that 
I know from God Himself. If God were your Father, you 
would love me also, because I too come from God who has 
sent me. But you are children of the Devil, and you wish to 
carry out the designs of him who is your father.” 

On hearing these words, St. John says, the unfortunate 
creatures took up stones to cast at Christ. But He hid Himself 
and went out of the temple. (Cf. John 8, 39-59). So was 
verified what was written in the psalm: “Love the Lord all 
ye His saints, for the Lord will require truth and He will 
repay abundantly all those who act proudly” (Ps. 30, 24). As 
it is said in the Book of Proverbs: “Buy truth and sell not 
wisdom” (Cf. Prov. 23, 23). Further on: “A deceitful tongue 
loves not truth” (Ibid. 26, 28). And yet again: “He who in 
giving judgment is an acceptor of persons . . . such a one for 
a morsel of bread will betray the truth” (Ibid. 28, 21). 


THINK, HONOR, SAY AND Do WHAT Is TRUE 

Here, then, is the man, the believer, faced with truth which 
imposes itself with sweetness and firmness. 

Indeed the words of Christ place every man face to face 
with his responsibility, namely to accept or to reject the truth 
by inviting each one with persuasive force to abide by the 
truth, to nourish his own truthful thoughts and to act in 
accordance with the truth. 

This message of greeting which We long to give you is 
above all a solemn call to live it, in accordance with the 
fourfold duty of thinking, honoring, saying and doing what 
is true. Such a duty issues forth in a clear and uncontrovertible 
manner from the words of the Bible which We have recalled 
to mind, from the harmony, full of sweetness and at the same 
time strict conformity, of the Old and New Testaments. 

Above all, then, think what is true: have clear ideas on the 
great divine and human realities, of the Redemption, of the 
Church, of morals and of law, of philosophy and of art. Have 
the right ideas, or seek to form them for yourself conscientious- 
ly and with a right intention. 

Unfortunately, there is becoming usual, almost of daily 
occurrence, a disconcerting casualness in reference to or in 
discussion of arguments, in a form that denotes the lack of 
preparation—to say the least about it—of those who take 
these tasks upon themselves. For this reason, in one of Our 
recent discourses aimed at safeguarding the institution of the 
family, We have invited “all, who have the will and the 
means, to exercise and influence on public opinion so that 
their intervention may always be on the side of clarifying, 
not of the confusing of ideas; in favor of right and respect” 
(message to the Sacred Roman Rota, Oct. 25, 1960. Acta 
enue Sedis, 52, p. 901). 

Honor what is true: It is an invitation to be a radiant 
example in all spheres of life—individual, family, profes- 
sional, social. Truth makes us free (Cf. John, 8, 32). It 
ennobles whoever professes it openly and without human 
respect. Why, then, fear to honor it and make it respected? 
Why descend to making pacts with one’s conscience by ac- 
cepting compromises out of harmony with Christian life and 
practice when, on the contrary, he who has the truth ought 
to be convinced that he has within himself the light which 
dispels all darkness, the penetrating force which can transform 
the world? Not alone in guilt is he who deliberately obscures 
the truth, but just as guilty is he who, from fear of not 
seeming complete and up to date, betrays it by the ambiguity 
of his attitude. 

Honor the truth, then, with the firmness, the courage and 
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the knowledge of one who has strong convictions. 

In addition, say what is true. Is not the mother’s admonition 
to her baby to keep from lying the first school of truth, which 
from habit and custom learned from earliest years, becomes 
second nature, and prepares the truly honest man, the perfect 
Christian, the words ready and sincere, and whenever necessity 
demands it with the courage of a martyr and a confessor? 
This is the testimony which the God of truth asks of each 
one of His sons. 

Finally, do what is true. It is a light in which every person 
ought to immerse himself, and which sets the tone for each 
single action of life. It is charity which obliges everyone to 
exercise the apostolate of truth, so as to spread knowledge 
of it, to defend its rights, to mould souls—particularly those 
of youth, which are open and generous—and to allow them- 
selves to be impregnated with it to the deepest fibers of their 
being. 

THE COUNTER-DECALOGUE 

Think, honor, say and do what is true. In the uttering of 
these basic demands of human and Christian life, a protest 
rises to the lips from the heart: Where on earth is respect for 
truth found? Are we not sometimes, and even very frequently, 
confronted with a “counter-decalogue,” brazen and insolent, 
which cancels the “not”—the prefix, that is, of every clear 
and exact directive of the six of God’s Commandments which 
follow “Honor thy father and thy mother?” 

Is not the life that passes before our eyes, in practice, a 
deliberate exercise of contradictions—fifth, kill; sixth, commit 
adultery; seventh, steal; eighth, bear false witness—as if by 
a diabolical conspiracy against truth? 

Yet there remains ever clear and valid the command of 
divine law declared to Moses on the mountain: “Thou shalt 
not bear false witness against thy neighbor” (Ex. 20, 16; 
Deut. 5, 20). This commandment—like the others—is alive 
with all its consequences, positive and negative: the duty to 
truth, to sincerity and to candor, which is the correspondence 
of the human mind with reality; and the sad possibility and— 
saddest of all—the fact of lying, of hypocrisy and of calumny 
which obscure the truth. 

We happen to be living between two concepts of human 
ways of living together. On one side, the reality of the world 
examined, studied and reduced to practice in accordance with 
the design of God; on the other—We are not afraid to repeat 
it—the counterfeit of this same reality made easy by technical 
skill and the ingenuity of man in recent times and right up 
to the present day. 

Confronted by the fourfold ideal of thinking, honoring, 
saying and doing what is true, and the daily spectacle of the 
open for masked betrayal of this ideal, the heart fails to restrain 
its anguish. And Our own voice trembles. 

In spite of everything and everyone, “the truth of the Lord 
abides forever” (Ps. 116, 2), and ever desires to shine more 
brightly before our eyes and be heard in our hearts. The 
feeling is rather generally accepted by some that, once again, 
the times through which the world is passing are momentous. 
But past history has known much worse. And notwithstanding 
the noisy or cunning voices of the more violent, let us be 
absolutely certain that the spiritual victory will be with Jesus 
Christ, “who hangs from a tree.” 


UNQUIET TIMES 

The ever more grave news of the storms which rage over 
some parts of the world, and threaten not only the social order, 
but more important, many souls which are weak and unstable 
rather than of ill will or wicked, moves us in this Christmas 
appeal to direct a word to those who have the highest responsi- 
bilities in the public and social sphere, and to invite them, in 
the name of Christ, to place their hand on their breast and 
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act honorably in these days of general danger. In reality, there 
is matter of common interest; and every distinction between 
the great ones and the little in life should be resolved in a 
united effort in common. 

We are glad, then, to raise Our priestly arms to those with 
the greatest responsibilities, who preside over the organization 
of the civil order—heads of state and of regional and civic 
administrations—and then to all without exception: educators, 
parents and teachers, to all who work with head or hand or 
heart; to those, «ad We emphasize this, who are responsible 
for public opinion, which is being formed or deformed by 
means of the press, radio and television, by the cinema, by 
meetings and exhibitions of every kind, literary or artistic— 
writers, artists, producers, directors, scenery designers. 

To all Our children, and particularly to those called by 
some special mission to give testimony to the truth, as well as 
to all who aim at living their individual and family life in 
the holy light of Christian teaching, there are directed the 
thoughts which rise spontaneously in Our heart and which, 
We are sure, will be received with due consideration by men 
of honesty and sincerity. 

No, dear children, never lend yourselves to any counter- 
feiting of truth. Have a horror of that. 

Do not avail yourselves of these marvellous gifts of God, 
such as light and sound and color, and their applications in 
technical and artistic forms—printing, journalism, television— 
to distort man’s natural inclination toward truth, on which 
is erected the edifice of His nobility and greatness. Do not 
avail yourselves of them to ruin consciences as yet unformed 
or wavering. 

Have a sacred terror of spreading those germs which 
desecrate love, break up the family, mock religion, loosen the 
foundations of the social order which is ruled under the 
drive of selfish impulses and under the brotherhood, which is 
harmonious and respectful of rights of each. Work together 
also to render ever more pure and less infected the air which 
is breathed, of which the first victims are always the innocent 
and the weak. Know how to build with quiet perseverance 
and untiring endeavor the conditions for better times, healthier, 
more just, more secure. 

Dear children: We are once again drawn to the vision of 
Bethlehem, to the Light of the Word Incarnate, to His grace 
and truth, who desires to win all to Himself. 


CONSTANT IN FAITH 
The silence of that holy night and the contemplation of 
that scene of peace are most eloquent. Let us direct our steps to 
Bethlehem with innocent eyes and welcoming hearts. 
It is from near this Word of God, made Man for us, near 
this “goodness and kindness of God our Saviour” that We 
have pleasure once again in looking with great respect and 
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affection especially toward the highest representatives of pub- 
lic power, variously distributed over the diverse and most 
important points of the globe, and toward those responsible 
for the education of the growing generation and for public 
opinion, encouraging each one to take ever more timely 
thought of his own duties and his own responsibilities and to 
occupy his position with sincerity and courage. 

We have confidence in God and in His light. We have 
confidence in men of good will, satisfied that Our words may 
rouse in the hearts of all upright men a note of manly 
generosity. 

It sometimes happens that some faint voice, as if in a note 
of prophecy, reaches Our ear in a whisper of exaggerated fear 
which later excites weak fantasies. 

St. Matthew, the first of the Evangelists, tells us that Jesus 
in the evening of a day of great labor retired to a mountain 
alone to pray. The ship of His disciples, remaining on the 
lake, was tossed about by the winds, and during the night 
Jesus came down softly to the waves and in a loud voice said: 
“Have confidence and fear not; for I am here.” 

“Lord, if it is Thou,” said St. Peter, “bid me come to Thee 
upon the waters.” 

And Jesus said: “Come.” 

And Peter, going from the boat, hastened to approach His 
Divine Master. But the violence of the wind made him afraid 
and, beginning to sink, he cried out: “Lord save me!” Jesus 
immediately took him by the hand and drew him toward 
Himself and said: “Man of little faith, why didst thou doubt?” 

And when all were reunited in the boat, the wind ceased 
(Cf. Matt. 14, 22-32). 


“No TEMPTATION TO DISMAY” 

Dear children, even on the night on the lake, this episode 
is one of enchanting clearness. The humble successor of St. 
Peter is not experiencing any temptation to dismay. We 
feel strong in faith and, in the company of Jesus Christ, We 
can cross not only the tiny lake of Galilee, but also all the 
seas of the world. Christ’s word is enough for safety and for 
victory. 

This is one of the most beautiful pages of the New Testa- 
ment. It is encouraging and of good omen. After this vision, 
We desire to end Our Christmas message with a phrase of the 
Old Testament, and express the living substance of the con- 
versation which renders so dear the opening of the heart of a 
father and a pastor to his spiritual children. 

It is the end of the meeting between the holy King 
Ezechias and Isaias, the greatest prophet of Israel. The latter 
had alarmed the king with threats of an invasion in the near 
future and of great disasters. To this Ezechias replied: “The 
word of the Lord which you have reported to me is good; 
enough for me is peace and truth in my days.” (Cf. Is. 39, 8). 


America — Freedom's Champion 
THE CHALLENGE OF SURVIVAL 


By J. EDGAR HOOVER, Director, Federal Bureau of Investigation, Washington, D. C. 
Delivered at the National Convention, The American Legion, Miami Beach, Florida, October 18, 1960 


of your dedicated organization and to be the recipient 

of the 1960 Award of The American Legion Press As- 
sociation. In recognition of the devoted men and women of 
the FBI whose tireless efforts on behalf of our Nation have 
made this award possible, I gratefully accept this outstanding 
honor. 


[= INDEED honored to address a national convention 


It is always a pleasure to appear before the members of 
The American Legion. Since I have been here, I have felt 
something in the atmosphere—the thrill of patriotic endeavor, 
of good fellowship, of constructive effort and the dedication of 
good citizens earnestly working for their Nation. 

The American Legion is a great force for good. It exem- 
plifies the traditions of our country and is living testimony to 
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the spirit of America. Your whole objective is to preserve the 
freedom of the individual, the basic tenet of true Americanism. 

This national meeting of patriotic men and women, united 
to safeguard our free society, should serve as an unmistakable 
warning to those cancerous elements at home and abroad 
which are conspiring to destroy America. Our national vitality 
has never been stronger. Our dedication to liberty under law, 
for all men, is steadfast. Our people are united, as never 
before, in our determination to preserve this Government of 
justice and freedom under God. While our national survival 
has never faced greater challenges, there have never been more 
courageous patriots so eager to accept those challenges. 

Our beloved America was born in the spirit of humble 
prayer, undaunted courage and self-sacrifice. 

You are gallant men. You exemplify the spirit of free 
America. You have not forgotten that true freedom is a 
priceless heritage. 

This Nation would not now have the noblest government of 
individual human dignity yet known were it not for the gal- 
lantry of veterans like you of the Legion who put country 
above convenience, patriotism above profit and service above 
self-interest. 

It is beyond my comprehension that some allegedly loyal 
citizens of our country should be reluctant to proclaim their 
devotion to our democratic ideals. It is repugnant to me that 
the pseudoliberals pride themselves upon being internationalists 
and view the emotion of patriotism as evidence of decadence 
and weakness. In some circles, I regret to say, the word pa- 
triotism has become a dirty word, and belief in God old- 
fashioned, if not “ridiculous.” 

It is a great privilege to me to make known my gratitude 
for being a citizen of our glorious Republic. I ardently hope 
that the day will never come when it will be considered “super- 
patriotism” to have our school children, or anyone else, heartily 
pledge allegiance to the flag of our country, and to declare our 
devotion to God and country. 

You and your organization have proved yourselves to be 
loyal Americans, yet you have been the victims of vituperation, 
lies and vulgar accusations which are the only weapons of the 
coward and the guilty. In moral and spiritual issues, there 
can be no neutrality. You can be proud that you have aways 
been on the side of love of God, country, law and order. 

We need more than ever to rekindle the spirit of patriotism. 
We have long since reached the time when loyal Americans 
must be willing to stand up and be counted. We are living in 
an era when staunch beliefs are needed to conquer the patent 
lies of communism and the creeping immorality of crime. It 
takes intelligence, rare courage and bulldog determination to 
fight these twin evils. 

Fear, defeatism and cowardice have no place in the hearts 
and minds of true Americans. America has always been a land 
of great champions, produced by the fires of adversity. Ex- 
traordinary men and women since 1776 have achieved 
extraordinary obstacles. We must be real champions of America 
if we are to defeat our enemies within and without. 

When, a little more than three years ago, I mentioned to 
your National Convention a Soviet leader named Nikita 
Khrushchev, many throughout the world were still trying to 
learn how to spell his name. But The American Legion and 
the FBI both knew what to expect from this fork-tongued 
“front man” for communism, who piously professes friendship 
one moment and then so pompously pronounces that your 
grandchildren will live under the heel of communist socialism. 

His Hitleresque tirades and harangues have exposed him 
and his cohorts to the entire world as leaders, without con- 
science, of an unmoral tyranny—the most godless atheism 
ever devised by the mind of man. 
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The abuse of this Red-Fascist leader of the Kremlin repre- 
sents brazen vulgarity and a lack of moral principles. 

The deceit and trickery practiced by the international gang 
of communist charlatans, who loudly spout lies of “peaceful co- 
existence” while they blandly carry out their ceaseless campaign 
of open and concealed subversion, are a repugnant display of 
red diplomacy. 

Khrushchev's tactics have drawn the scorn of even his 
partner in crime, Mao Tse-tung, Red China’s master who 
frankly admits that the communist theory of world domina- 
tion cannot countenance coexistence. If Mao, who fancies 
himself a purist among Marxist theoreticians, scoffs at 
Khrushchev’s propaganda efforts, certainly the free world 
must guardedly view all of the Kremlin’s peace protestations. 

In dealing with the treacherous Red Kremlin and _ its 
satellites, the road of appeasement is not the road to peace. 
It is surrender on the installment plan! 

For realists, the thirty-year history of Soviet espionage in 
the United States should be no surprise. The international scope 
of Soviet espionage makes a sham of the specious complaints 
of the Russians as they point their rockets at nations which 
shelter American bases established to insure protection for 
millions of innocent humans. 

In combating the encroachment of socialism and com- 
munist espionage, America must adhere to the laws of God 
and man. As a result, our fight is doubly difficult because of 
the communists’ reckless disregard of the code of morality. 

The Soviets and their satellites have abused and will continue 
to abuse every privilege available to them. Soviet espionage 
agents have avidly acquired books, pamphlets, maps, technical 
journals and military publications for their military value. 
Russian intelligence files are filled with aerial photographs of 
this Nation’s cities, port facilities, missile bases and other 
strategic areas. Data concerning our tranportation systems, 
major industries, technological advances and other achievements 
are carefully collected by Soviet and satellite agents, many 
operating with diplomatic immunity from the United Nations 
in New York and their embassies in Washington, D. C. 

Despite Khrushchev’s blatant mouthings regarding peace 
and fellowship among nations, it is pure folly to ascribe these 
tactics to any other course but one of planned aggression. 

We all know of the traitors Julius and Ethel Rosenberg, 
Jack Soble, of Martin and Mitchell and others who have 
betrayed our country. Their crimes against humanity are so 
unspeakable as to warrant no further mention other than to 
use them as examples of the perfidy against which we must be 
constantly alert. 

The host of Soviet and satellite officials in the United 
States, 70 to 80% of whom are estimated by reliable sources 
as having some type of espionage assignment, are today 
feverishly attempting to obtain this country’s secrets. The long 
list of Soviet officials declared persona non grata by this gov- 
ernment, following their exposure by the FBI as espionage 
agents, bears testimony to their flagrant abuse of diplomatic 
status. 

In June, 1960, our State Department estimated that Russian 
and Chinese communist bloc countries have some 300,000 
trained spies serving throughout the world, and commented 
that “there has never been a government in history which 
has placed heavier emphasis on espionage” than present-day 
Russia. 

Standing side by side with these specialists in internal 
intrigue are those home-grown traitors who call themselves 
members of the Communist Party, USA, and readily admit 
that their purpose is and always has been the communizing of 
America. These fanatical disciples of Marxism are eagerly 
worming their way into such fertile fields of endeavor as youth, 
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labor, education and racial minorities. 

The diabolical influence of communism on youth was 
manifested in the anti-American student demonstrations in 
Tokyo. It further was in evidence this year in communist- 
inspired riots in San Francisco, where students were duped 
into disgraceful demonstrations against a Congressional com- 
mittee. 

These students were stooges of a sinister technique stimu- 
lated by clever communist propagandists who remained quietly 
concealed in the background. These master technicians of 
conspiracy had planned for some time to use California college 
students as a “front” for their nefarious operations. This 
outburst was typical of these cunning conspirators who con- 
stantly play active, behind-the-scenes roles in fomenting civic 
unrest in every conceivable area of our society. 

No field is overlooked for communist infiltration; educa- 
tional, cultural, civic, political and religious. Front groups, 
having no apparent association with communists, have been 
cunningly herded along by communists in this Nation to 
foster sympathy and support for the Soviet Union. 

Some well-known, self-styled pacifists and some men of 
wealth and prominence, have been sometimes unwitting, but 
sometimes knowing, dupes of clever communist manipulators. 
Their fawning over Khrushchev and his gang is revolting. 

Some of these political shills for an enemy of the United 
States, who day by day are embarrassing our government, may 
be wealthy in the world’s goods but they are paupers in 
integrity. 

Alert Americans look with frank suspicion on those articu- 
late apologists for Soviet imperialism who are so quick to 
criticize Our security measures and attack our elected repre- 
sentatives who resolutely withstand the international diplomatic 
blackmail practiced by the communists. Beware of those who 
preach that America should never be first in anything but 
disarmament and demobilization! 

The greatest guarantee that America will remain free is to 
be well prepared, as were the Minutemen of our infant Nation. 

We are at war with the communists, and the sooner each 
red-blooded American realizes that the better and safer we 
will be! Communism runs counter to all decent aspirations 
of the human heart. Communism destroys and denies every 
spiritual value. Those who hate God must bring misery in 
their wake. They must be brutal and cruel and deceitful. 

We should make it crystal clear to the Red Master of the 
Kremlin that we intend to win the “cold” war and at the 
same time impress upon him that we have the military power 
to prevent a “hot” war. Russia cannot stand against the United 
States economically, militarily or ideologically if we remain 
dedicated to the ideals of our founding fathers. 

The proximity of danger is especially apparent to us here 
today, as less than 100 miles from our shores a gang of bearded 
bandits exhibit daily the chaos and corruption which closely 
follow the dictatorial usurpation of power. The communist- 
inspired developments in Cuba graphically demonstrate the 
cold-blooded ruthlessness of tyrannical rule. They display how 
craftily an entire and basically peace-loving nation can be 
manipulated as a pawn to support the policies and programs of 
international communism, with its hyprocrisy, guile, deceit, 
subversion, violence and thievery. 

There, the Trojan snake of communism has discarded its 
disguise for brute force and slaughter. Communism, shed of 
all its false smiles, is on its bloody march again, not only in 
Cuba but in every country of the world. The resultant misery 
and mistreatment of the citizens of countries into which the 
tentacles of communism have reached should serve as a clear 
warning to all freedom-loving peoples of the world. 

On still another front, the never-ending struggle of the 
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communists to capture the minds and loyalties of American 
youth goes on incessantly. Party leaders overlook no oppor- 
tunity to pervert academic interest. They have openly lectured 
to student groups at colleges and universities throughout the 
country. Glowing reports have been submitted by these adept 
and devious communist leaders concerning the pliability and 
receptiveness of their audiences. 

Alarming, too, is the ease with which some major educa- 
tional institutions have been duped, under the much-abused 
term of “academic freedom,” into permitting underhanded 
attacks to be made on democratic institutions and officials of 
government by instructors responsible for the higher education 
of our young people. 

When academic freedom fails to recognize the importance 
of truth as the basic requirement for college classroom lectures 
and discussions, then the usefulness of our colleges and uni- 
versities is a thing of the past. 

The subversive knows well the value of fully exploiting 
these vital fields. It is clearly by design, rather than by acci- 
dent, that communist propaganda surfaces from time to time 
in our institutions of advanced learning. 

We have failed in our educational processes to inculcate 
the basic element of American history, our philosophy of 
government and our moral and spiritual foundations. It is time 
to make our history and traditions glow and throb. We have 
heard about America with our ears, but not with our hearts. 

The communists never rest in carrying out their design 
for the destruction of America whether their efforts are cloaked 
with an aura of respectability or are boldly disclosed in their 
true light as in Cuba. A communist will enter an alliance or 
“co-exist” only to advance communism. 

The words of Lenin are well to remember—“We do not 
believe in eternal morality and we expose all the fables about 
morality.” Lenin said that every lie, deceit or knavery is to be 
encouraged as good, provided it furthers world revolution. 

What better examples are there today of this despicable 
guidance in human conduct than we find in Khrushchev and 
Castro! 

Now is the time to proclaim that we are confident of our 
strength; we are dedicated to freedom and justice and we 
are not duped by the trickery, the deception and the false 
poses of Russia’s plea for peaceful coexistence. 

We do not want peace at any price. We want peace with 
integrity and honor. 

There is another marching column attempting to attack our 
country by taking advantage of an era of materialistic selfish- 
ness. Our country is recording an alarming new crime rate 
and society’s lack of progress in reducing this scourge has 
been indeed disheartening. During the first six months of 1960, 
serious crimes increased 9% over the same period in 1959. 
In 1959, 79% of those arrested for auto theft were under 21 
and 64% were less than 18 years of age. 

The crime problem, particularly involving our youth, clearly 
remains an acute danger to national survival. Our Nation's 
moral strength has slipped seriously when we find our young- 
sters substituting idolatry of hoodlums and thugs for admira- 
tion of heroes, patriots and sports. 

The teachings of God, if followed, will prevent criminality. 
The stabilizing force of religion is needed more today than 
ever before. A child who has been taught to respect the laws 
of God will have little difficulty respecting the laws of man. 

Typical of the social viruses which attack our society and 
thrive on public apathy and ignorance is the infamous por- 
nographic literature racket which each year continues to make 
profits of a half billion dollars. Law enforcement officers con- 
stantly report on the direct relation of pornographic materials 
to sex offenses. Arrests frequently disclose a collection of filth 
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maintained by the degenerate who has just committed a 
horrible atrocity on a woman or child. 

Fortunately, some communities have recognized this prob- 
lem and have courageously solved it. Citizens of one western 
community, alarmed at the widespread display and sale to 
young people of highly objectionable magazines featuring sex, 
sadism and abnormal behavior, quietly pointed out their con- 
cern to the area magazine distributor. The public-spirited man 
instructed the publisher to stop supplying such magazines. The 
salacious material disappeared from the newsstands and the 
citizen group disbanded. A community problem was solved 
in typical American civic-minded fashion. 

Another factor in the alarming crime picture can be 
observed by tuning in to almost any television channel. The 
private citizen can see for himself what dangers he faces today 
at the hands of the criminally inclined. The continuous diet 
of mayhem, murder and violence served daily to our television 
audiences constitutes a monumental insult to the genius that 
developed this medium of mass communication. 

The students of a California college reported findings of a 
study made early this year of television programs in their area. 
In one week, 3,696 acts of violence were recorded, including 
1,261 agonizing deaths through shootings, beatings, stabbings 
and other violence. 

The explosive danger to society from excessive television 
violence is obvious. Many seriously concerned authorities feel 
that brutality and violence are becoming accepted as normal 
behavior by young impressionable minds. Correction of this 
problem can begin with each citizen informing his local 
television station of his displeasure over flagrant incidents of 
bad taste. Sponsors and advertisers, who are also acutely sensi- 
tive to the good will of the public, will likewise act promptly 
to curtail the repetition of offensive programs when contacted 
by the public. 

The motion picture industry, as well as the television 
industry, owes a tremendous responsibility to the American 
public in its effect on the moral upbringing of our youth. It 
is not surprising to any thinking citizen that youthful crimi- 
nality continues to skyrocket. Examine the daily newspaper 
movie advertisements. You can rarely find a motion picture 
suitable for family consumption. When adultery, abnormality 
and adulation of criminals compose such a substantial segment 
of today’s film offerings, the society mirrored on the screen 
is dangerously close to national disaster. 

While codes of proper conduct are claimed for both tele- 
vision and movies, their application is too often a complete 
mockery. It is open hypocrisy to fool the public with a so- 
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called code which even the industries in question do not live 
up to. 

The splendid youth programs of the Legion, dedicated to 
the building of character and good citizenship, exemplify 
the active role required of all civic-minded groups in over- 
coming the vital problems troubling our society. I am com- 
pletely mindful of the abuses, taunts and sneers you must 
tolerate as you daily go about the promotion of great humani- 
tarian projects. Justice, freedom and democracy can never be 
tarnished virtues. Consequently, you should never lessen your 
ideals in your constant struggle for a stronger society. 

Our Nation today needs leaders and citizens of unusual 
vigor and foresight. America can rise no higher than the 
individuals who walk her streets, conduct her business, teach 
her young, make her homes and attend her churches. 

Reverence for our democratic ideals and unlimited faith 
in God can help us recapture our national moral strength and 
retain the freedom safeguarded so dearly with the blood of 
our comrades in arms. 

The challenges of today, though different in nature, are no 
more formidable than those overcome by our founding fathers. 
The question is whether the same pioneering spirit of de- 
termination to succeed exhibited by our heroes of history can 
be mustered by our people in opposition to the varied assaults 
on our way of life. 

I am convinced that there is inherent in our Republic those 
sparks of courage which electrified the world in the past. By 
remembering the richness of our tradition and by reviving the 
spirit displayed by such great Americans as Washington, Jeffer- 
son and Lincoln, this Nation can overcome each of the deadly 
dangers besetting it. 

The freedom we enjoy came dearly to this Nation; bought 
in blood, and tears and sacrifice. It has given us a truly mag- 
nificent system of justice, government, commerce, social in- 
stitutions and a standard of living which is the highest ever 
recorded by a civilization. 

Millions in slavery cry out for us to remain steadfast, and 
to hold high the beacon of light in a darkened world. Our 
Nation is the last hope of a free civilization. Our dedication 
to truth, justice and individual dignity must not be com- 
promised. 

We face today the challenge of survival. Great challenges 
have always produced great champions. You can be nothing 
less than champions of loyalty, purpose and accomplishment. 
In the spirit which has made America great, her citizens must 
now answer the call. In the end we shall win. Keep up your 
courage. Keep up your magnificent fight for God and country. 


Can South Africa Survive? 


THE RISING TIDE OF RACE, NATIONALISM AND COMMUNISM 
By JAN F. W. HAAK, Member of Parliament, Union of South Africa 
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tunity to address such a distinguished audience from this 
forum on the question whether South Africa can survive 
against the rising tide of race, nationalism and Communism. 
This morning about 1:00 a.m., when I was in Kansas City, I 
thought my chances were very small that I would be present 
here today. I wish to thank those who were prepared to sub- 
stitute for me. 


I AM GREATLY HONORED in being afforded an oppor- 


A few weeks ago I was asked by the Vice-President of one 
of the New York banks what was to be the subject of my 
address. When I told him, he remarked, “By Jove, that’s a 
mighty tough one!” In the time at my disposal I shall attempt 
to deal with some of the salient phases thereof. 

Throughout my stay in the United States, | have found a 
keen interest being taken here in Africa. I understand and ap- 
preciate the Americans’ desire to know more about that con- 
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tinent. Its vast resources of wealth and manpower, and the 
friendship of the newly born African states are of vital im- 
portance to the Free World. The Communist bloc is concen- 
trating on that continent in their desire to conquer the world by 
all means short of war. 

Millions of dollars have been made available through your 
government in the form of aid and grants to those new inde- 
pendent states. You have been taxed to provide it and are keen 
to know how beneficial it has been. Now that political freedom 
has been attained, those nations also demand economic and 
social miracles in as short a time. 

The Soviets spare no effort to persuade these less developed 
states that Communist aid brings the gifts of industrialization 
to all former colonial peoples. Today you appreciate that it has 
become a vital necessity that the entrepreneurs and experienced 
businessmen of the Free World will have to do their share to 
prove that the key to economic development and maturity is 
not provided by the Chinese and Soviet examples. 

If you want to meet the challenge of Communism, the great 
resourcefulness of American enterprise will have to begin work- 
ing in partnership with the emergent states in building up their 
economy, raising their standard of living and improving social 
conditions. You will be called upon to make more overseas 
private investment and provide technical know-how at a time 
when your investments in other countries are being placed in 
jeopardy and there is a mounting concern about the safety of 
private investments in Africa. 

As a representative group of important leaders in your coun- 
try’s economic activities, I presume that you are particularly 
interested in the current and prospective developments in the 
Union of South Africa, because of the extensive trade and in- 
vestment between our two countries. 

Of the almost $800,000,000 invested in Africa by Ameri- 
cans, forty percent is invested in the Union. The U. S. trade 
with the Union amounts to $350,000,000 per year. You have 
an annual favorabie trade with us of approximately $200,000,- 
000 which we settle in gold. Although we belong to the ster- 
ling group, we abolished import restrictions from the dollar 
countries about five years ago. 

One hundred and forty American companies either manu- 
facture or sell through their own sales agencies in the Union, 
and some of the greatest of these have their head offices in 
Detroit. ; 

According to recent reports, more corporations have decided 
to start operating in the Union. Today many American manu- 
facturers, financiers, traders and investors, therefore, have a 
big stake in our future. 

Mr. Chairman, if you Americans have reason to be alarmed 
about Communist activities in Africa, we have more reason to 
be so, because we are in Africa and what is happening there 
is on our borders and in our midst. You feel that you have a 
duty towards the emergent states far away! We have that same 
duty to the emerging Black states within our very borders. If 
you appreciate that you will have to do more to contribute to 
raise the standard of living and the social structure of the Black 
peoples of Africa, I can only say that we must do that to the 
Black man in our midst. 

The challenge the United States Government has to face in 
Africa has therefore much in common with the Union Govern- 
ment’s challenge in South Africa. 

In order, however, to understand the solutions we offer and 
to see it in perspective, it is necessary to state a few important 
basic facts. 

It is wrong to think of Africa as one country and as being 
inhabited by one nation or one race. Africa is one vast con- 
tinent, but it consists of many countries, many nations and 
many races. Already twenty-two independent African states 
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have been admitted as members of the United Nations and 
more are still to follow. Some of these states in the north have 
a close affinity with the Arab World in heritage, religion, lan- 
guage and culture. The Western, Central and Southern parts of 
Africa are inhabited by people belonging to the Black or 
Negroid races. But it must be remembered that again these 
Black people belong to widely different racial or ethnic groups; 
they speak different languages, have a different background and 
observe different racial and tribal customs. 

These many groups or peoples have, in fact, only one main 
racial feature in common; namely, the pigmentation of the skin. 
There is not an African race as such. It would be wrong to 
group them together because they are black, as I would be 
wrong to group together the Anglo-Saxon, the Latin, the Teu- 
tonic and the Slav peoples just because of the fact that they are 
white. Nor are all the black people one nation. There is no such 
thing as an African nation. He is a Basutu, a Zulu, or call it 
what you will, they are all nations in their own right. As re- 
gards racial origin, language, custom and religion, the African 
states differ from each other as much as the different states of 
Europe and of Asia differ, respectively. 

For the purpose of attaining their independence and other 
ambitions, various individual leaders may have been working 
together, but recent events in Africa have already proved that 
it is not unlikely that once the political aims have been realized, 
there may be a recrudescence of centuries-old animosities and 
rivalries. This may lead to the founding of more states based 
on common uniting factors, as happened to India and Pakistan 
after they gained their independence. 

The word “African” is therefore purely a geographical term. 
I will refer to the Black races in South Africa as the Bantu. 

Mr. Chairman, I will now deal with the position of the 
White and the Bantu, or Black races in South Africa. 

The ancestors of the great majority of the Union's white 
population came to South Africa two or three centuries ago. 
Permanent white settlement commenced in 1652, twenty-six 
years after the Dutch settled on Manhattan Island. The first 
officials were joined by immigrants mainly from Holland, 
France and Germany. In 1806 the Cape became a British 
Colony and the population was further strengthened by set- 
tlers from the British Isles. We are therefore not, as is some- 
times suggested, colonists or temporary sojourners. Through 
three centuries South Africa has become our natural and na- 
tional home. 

There is much in common between the history of the Dutch 
and British settlers in my country and in your country. In your 
country you are today Americans, as we are South Africans—in 
each case with the same claim to our respective countries as 
being our homes. We are as much entitled to call ourselves 
South Africans and retain permanent residence there as you 
have to call yourselves North Americans and claim permanent 
residence. 

The experience of the early Ametican settlers differed in 
one major aspect from those who went to South Africa. In 
America, the settlers almost immediately came into contact with 
the aboriginal inhabitants of the North American continent. 
More or less at the time the Whites settled at the Cape, the 
Bantu were moving down from Central and East Africa over 
the Limpopo River which is our northern boundary, 1300 miles 
from Cape Town. The whole country was thus unoccupied and 
uninhabited except for small bands of roaming Hottentots and 
Bushmen. It was more than a century after their arrival and 
after moving northwards hundreds of miles that they made 
contact with the first wave of Xosa Bantu immigrants. The 
Bantu themselves are therefore also immigrants and settlers 
and their descendants today have no better claim to South 
Africa than the descendants of the first White settlers. Both 
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White and Black have therefore historically justifiable claims. 

I must further point out that in the early 19th century it was 
found necessary to have a boundary between the land occupied 
by the White settlers and the Black Bantu immigrants. The 
same policy was established subsequently when the settlers 
moved northward and came into contact with the other Bantu 
tribes; for instance, the Basutus in the Free State, the Zulus in 
Natal and the Sothos in the Transvaal. The early White pio- 
neers, therefore, followed the course that has since been the 
traditional policy of separation between the Black and the 
White races and the land to be occupied by each. 

The result of this policy is that by and large the Bantu are 
still in possession of the territories which they occupied when 
the advancing tides met, while the White people are in posses- 
sion of the territories which, at the time of their migration, 
they found to be unoccupied. By law the Bantu possess the 
sole and inalienable right to these areas since no one else is 
entitled to buy or procure land there. These areas are being 
extended and 5 million acres additional land is still to be 
acquired under the Bantu Trust Act. 

These territories are distributed in five major areas in the 
Union corresponding to the various ethnic groups or tribes who 
speak different languages, have different, customs, traditions 
and their own leaders. It is true that, at the present time, the 
Bantu areas comprise only about 124% of the total extent of 
the country, but this means 60,000 square miles of good agri- 
cultural land. Comparatively speaking, the Bantu areas are 
larger than England and Wales; 512 times the area of Belgium. 
These are not the only territories occupied by the Bantu in 
Southern Africa. They also occupy the three territories still 
under British Administration, namely Basutuland (an enclave 
within our borders), Zululand and Bechuanaland (which are 
on our borders). Together the three protectorates have an area 
of almost 300,000 square miles—almost two-thirds of the area 
of the Union of South Africa. Since Black and White made 
their first contact there existed a division of territory between 
them. I will refer to these Bantu territories in the Union as the 
Bantu homelands. 

Much has been said of the “Winds of Change” blowing over 
Africa. 

It is evident that the wave of political nationalism sweeping 
Africa will also have its effects on our Bantu. Nationalism is, 
however, no new concept to us. Our own struggle for sovereign 
independence and republican statehood was much longer than 
that of most of the new African states. We do not deny the 
non-White masses of the world their liberty or sovereignty. Our 
Government's policy is therefore to guide the Bantu towards 
self-realization and self-government in their own homelands. 
Permanent and peaceful co-existence of Black and White in 
South Africa can—as we see it—only be attained by aiding the 
Bantu homelands to become well-founded, orderly-developed 
Black states. 

On March 10, 1960, our Prime Minister Dr. Verwoerd re- 
stated this policy in the House of Assembly when he said: 

“We believe that the development of full nationhood of 
black men should start at the beginning and proceed sys- 
tematically in pace with his capabilities. Unlike other 
authorities in Africa we do not propose to start at the 
top. We reverse the process of starting with a pseudo 
finished product followed by deterioration. Instead we are 
carefully preparing our black masses for an ever-growing 
share of responsibility. When the time comes for their 
independence, they will have become a democratically 
organized and democratically experienced nation, there- 
fore their independence will not flounder upon the whim 
and fancy of a few power-hungry elite among them. 

“When the black states are firmly established on demo- 
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cratic principles alongside the white states, suitable bi- 
lateral recognition will become necessary. I have already 
in the past suggested a Commonwealth connection as 
being an example of the sort of relationship we would like 
to enjoy with our black neighbor states—a sort of under- 
standing between neighbor and neighbor, white and black, 
neither with any say over the other. This is the direction 
toward peace in South Africa without the danger of the 
submergence of the white man. Through economic inter- 
relationship, black and white states will furthermore build 
permanent, binding and beneficial communal interests . . .” 

Dr. Verwoerd continued, “. . . What we believe in is 
upliftment through self-help leading to truly independent 
states, contrasted with independent-in-name-only states. 
Whether a state can stand independence depends entirely 
on whether its citizenry is capable of and ready for in- 
dependence.” 

Politically the Bantu is therefore being advanced on the road 
to self-government, with the greatest measure of power and 
responsibilities progressively invested in their own govern- 
mental authorities. In developing the Bantu’s governmental 
institutions, their traditional form of government with which 
they are acquainted, namely, leadership in council is taken as 
the starting point. We believe that a particular form of de- 
mocracy found in the Free World is not necessarily a ready- 
made export article for African states. There will naturally be 
adjustments and adaptations in accordance with the claims of 
modern civilization by themselves and with the assistance of 
the Government. In South Africa we have chosen to proceed 
from that system with which he is intimately acquainted. 

The Bantu Authorities Act provides for the establishment 
of Bantu tribal or community, regional and territorial author- 
ities. The Bantu proceed from the single authority (Chief in 
Council) at the base of the pyramid, to the regional authority 
(a group of tribal authorities) in the center, and finally to the 
comprehensive territorial authority at the apex, which is virtual- 
ly a Bantu parliament, exercising jurisdiction over that particu- 
lar homeland. 

Already 371 tribal, 48 regional and one territorial authorities 
have been established. All the proposed 6 Bantu governing 
bodies will be functioning shortly. These authorities consist 
entirely of Bantu members. Powers of taxation, civil and crim- 
inal jurisdiction are being extended on an increasing scale as 
they progress. The Government appointed a Commissioner- 
General in each homeland whose main task will be to give 
guidance and advice to these authorities and to act as liaison 
between them and the Government. According to a recent 
ministerial statement, legislation will be passed during the next 
session to accord the Bantu some authority on the local govern- 
ment level in the urban areas, and the Bantu who work away 
from their homelands will exercise ‘their political rights in 
their homelands through territorial representatives. The politi- 
cal aspirations of the urban Bantu will be channeled towards 
his Bantu homeland where they will have every opportunity to 
participate in self-government already established there. 

As indicated by our Prime Minister, their homelands will 
become totally independent states. There will be a White South 
Africa and a Black South Africa, with one economy and politi- 
cally closely associated. This system has the cooperation and 
support of the vast majority of our Bantu population. As we see 
it, this is the only lasting solution to insure peaceful and co- 
operative co-existence, and a solution which can only be reached 
along the road of evolution and not revolution. That, Mr. Chair- 
man, is the political solution we have for the Black and White 
nationalism in South Africa. 

I will now proceed to deal with the threat of Communism. 

The increasing Communist penetration in Africa is a matter 
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which is causing us concern. The Union of South Africa is 
fully committed in its stand against Communist infiltration. The 
Communist Party is banned and the Soviet consular representa- 
tion was terminated in 1955. Two subversive organizations, 
which are under strong Communist influence, were largely re- 
sponsible for the Sharpsville riot earlier this year. The agitation 
which ultimately resulted in the unhappy event was also fos- 
tered from outside our borders. The basic purpose of both or- 
ganizations is to achieve the fall of the Government by inside 
and outside pressures. Their procedure is to break down, destroy 
or make ineffectual our laws and administrative measures. Their 
demonstrations must be regarded as a single step in their whole 
campaign. The two organizations are, in fact, small; their total 
membership is less than one per cent of the entire Bantu popu- 
lation of the Union. The South African Government is deter- 
mined that law and order must be observed and will deal with 
any mass attempt at internal subversion. 

This, however, will not suffice to stave off Communism. The 
Union Government has further embarked on an active policy 
to educate and civilize the Bantu. 

Let me briefly summarize what the ultimate goal is and what 
has already been achieved. 

In 1954, education for the African was placed under the 
direct control of the Central Government Department of Bantu 
Education. Since then there has been a spectacular increase in 
school enrollment: it doubled from 858,079 to 1,414,260 in 
1960. Over the last 12 years, approximately $270 million has 
been spent on African education. Out of an African population 
of nearly 10,000,000, South Africa has more than 2,000 gradu- 
ates, compared with 1,700 from the rest of Africa with an 
African population of approximately 80 million. 

There are over 25,000 qualified teachers staffing 6,336 
African schools under the jurisdiction of the Department. In 
addition, there are hundreds of other private schools. It is 
planned that every Bantu child of school-going age will be at- 
tending school by 1970. Three full Bantu university colleges 
have been established in their homelands, where part of their 
teaching staff is fully qualified Bantu, and in addition a large 
number are taking degree courses at the University of South 
Africa, 1700 students are now attending universities. Bantu 
education, therefore, forms a dynamic part of Bantu develop- 
ment and will play its decisive part not only as a champion to 
win their minds to the side of the Free World but also to let 
them accept the rewards of civilization and to shoulder their 
responsibilities in their own states which they will control. 

In the sphere of social advancement, the rapid elimination of 
the depressing slums in and around the major cities of the 
Union constitutes an achievement of which we are justly proud. 
The unhealthy conditions created by the uncontrolled influx of 
Bantu during the war and immediate post-war years has been 
broken down through the combined force of mass production 
techniques and low cost building materials. The city of Johan- 
nesburg will have no more Bantu slums in 1965. 

In a country still in its youth, our Bantu population is virtual- 
ly cared for from the cradle to the grave. The Government's 
responsibilities in this field are chiefly connected with pensions, 
allowances, gratuities, poor relief and rehabilitation and hos- 
pitalization. Already 7,500 Bantu nurses and a considerable 
number of Bantu medical doctors assist the Whites who are in 
the service of the Bantu. 

The annual expenditure on education and health services per 
head of the Bantu population is more than twice as much as 
that of any comparable country in the whole Africa. 

We will continue to perform this duty because we appreciate 
its vital importance to assist the Bantu on his road to social 
betterment and to resist the social program that Communism 
has to offer him. 
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Furthermore, Mr. Chairman, we realize that political evolu- 
tion, education and social betterment is not a final answer to 
our problems. We must also create adequate avenues of em- 
ployment for our population and raise their standard of living. 
The Union of South Africa has a strong and diversified econo- 
my. It is one of the most dynamic and richest countries on the 
African continent. The economic expansion—almost continuous 
since World War Il—has set some imprressive records. Our 
industrial production tripled while total output of goods and 
services more than doubled. National income, while of course 
starting from a much smaller base, grew faster in real terms 
than that of the United States. It rose from $2 billion in 1945 
to about $7 billion in 1960, and it is our aim once more to dou- 
ble this figure in the next 15 years. According to a recent 
United Nations report, the real income per head of our total 
population increased at an annual rate of 7% in the decade 
1947-57. 

As is well known, we are blessed with an almost endless 
variety of mineral wealth, of which we have as yet hardly 
scratched the surface. During 1959, gold production was valued 
at $700,300,000, and the first nine months of this year showed 
an increase of $35 million over the same period the previous 
year. In his annual report, Dr. Busschau, the President of the 
Chamber of Mines, said, “The gold mining industry has yet to 
reach full maturity.” 

You will therefore appreciate my surprise when I read an 
editorial in one of your dailies recently on the increased price 
of gold. One of the reasons given by the Editor was that the 
production of gold in South Africa was declining. 

The country is now largely self-sufficient in regard to most 
essential foodstuffs, and agriculture still sustains about half of 
the total population. 

The pace of industrial growth has been outstanding in scale 
and scope among all countries of Africa. Since 1939 the gross 
industrial output rose nearly tenfold to $5700 million, and 
industry now contributes 25% of our national income, as 
against 11% from all our mining operations. Practically all of 
this has been acquired through private enterprise. It is only 
where there is a pressing need for certain types of basic in- 
dustries, which private initiative is unwilling or unable to 
satisfy, that the Government has stepped in. It established 
ISCOR which produces almost all our steel, Sasol, the largest 
oil from coal manufacturing plant, and Foskor to provide our 
fertilizers, and our railways are nationalized. 

In spite of boycott threats, our total exports, excluding gold, 
rose by $65 million during the first 9 months of the year. Our 
imports increased by $175 million and we did not increase our 
limited import restrictions when our reserves dropped after the 
disturbances in South Africa and other African countries. 

The Government has decided to plan toward decentralization 
of industry and the development of areas adjoining the home- 
lands, as well as in it. This is imperative for the economic util- 
ization and exploitation of the human and material resources 
in these particular areas. As a result, several companies jiave 
already established industries in the border areas and the 
Government has decided to provide certain incentives to ex- 
pedite this process. This policy will create greater employment 
and over-all prosperity, and will especially benefit the Bantu. 

The Bantu are sharing in the general prosperity of the 
country and their standard of living is rising faster than in any 
other part of Africa. The purchasing power of the Bantu rose 
to $1,500,000,000 in 1960 and new avenues of employment 
are being opened daily. A Bantu Investment Corporation has 
been formed by the government as an agency to assist and 
finance the Bantu in establishing their own industries and 
commercial undertakings in their homelands. Since the begin- 
ning of this year, there is pressure to boost the wages of the 
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Bantu workers. More than 100,000 working in our steel and 
engineering industry are to get pay raises amounting to $9 mil- 
lion per year. This represents a 25% increase in the minimum 
wage. Increases in the building trade and motor transport in- 
dustry wages have also been increased and other industries are 
to follow. This will increase their purchasing power and raise 
their standard of living. At the same time, it is expected that 
increased wages will stimulate the general economy. 

If we are to succeed in attaining our goal, more industrializa- 
tion and greater diversification is imperative. Our so-called in- 
fra-structure is already well set for that expansion. South Africa 
generates two-thirds of the total African production of elec- 
tricity. The ton-miles carried by our extensive rail network 
equals the total for the rest of Africa. We have well-developed 
ports and thousands of miles of free highways. 

The present increase in steel production and building activi- 
ties are strong indications that the Union is heading for a new 
surge in industrial development. 

The task we have set for ourselves in South Africa is not 
only being carried out for our own Bantu population, but also 
for the millions beyond our borders whose daily bread is 
derived from its developments. The benign influence of this 
development is daily felt by the people of the High Commis- 
sion Territories, Mozambique and as far as Nyasaland. 

We believe, therefore, that the concept of “Live and let live” 
is totally inadequate in South Africa. We are determined to 
live and help live. I have indicated to you what we are doing to 
improve the prospects of the Black man in our midst. Ex- 
pansion is an absolute necessity if we are to meet the challenge 
with which we are confronted and the Government is giving it 
all the backing within its power. 

We are doing all this because we accept that a higher stand- 
ard of living, full employment and conditions of economic and 
social progress and development are fundamental requirements 
for the creation of domestic conditions of stability and well 
being which are necessary for peaceful and friendly relations 
between the Black and the White man in South Africa. The 
Black states which are to be our neighbors must be independent 
states which are viable from an administrative, but also from 
an economic point of view. 

You are fully entitled to ask me: Can we finance our pro- 
gram? 

The economic achievements of my country since the war 
have largely been made possible by an exceptionally high rate 
of investment. Since 1950 an average of 25% of our gross 
national income has been ploughed back into the economy. 
Compared with other countries, this proportion is high. The 
past decade we have also provided 95% of our gross domestic 
investment from our internal sources. Our determination to 
progress can therefore be supported almost totally by our own 
economic strength. It has also been a lucrative field for private 
investment. There is no threat of nationalization whatsoever. 

A flow of foreign investment funds will enable us to increase 
the rate of our economic development still faster. 

For about 30 years South Africa has been a sovereign inde- 
pendent state and for 20 years prior to that a fully self-govern- 
ing state. Since the Union was founded in 1910, we have ex- 
perienced the advantages flowing from stable government. In 
1961 we will become a republic and this will finally settle the 
long political constitutional issue. It is the desire of all the 
parties to maintain our Commonwealth membership. It is our 
firm conviction that continued membership will not be denied 
to us. We believe it will not be denied for the same reasons 
that continued membership was not denied to India, Pakistan, 
Ceylon and Ghana. We maintain that the Republic will lead 
to the consolidation of our efforts to build a strong and pros- 
perous South Africa. 
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Mr. Chairman, the solution to South Africa’s problems will 
have to come from within, it cannot be imposed from without. 
I have attempted to indicate to you how we intend to solve it 
and what is being done about it. The big guns of the Soviet 
propaganda, aided and abetted by the entire left wing, are today 
trained squarely on South Africa. They recognize the strong 
economic and strategic position of our country and the in- 
fluence it can have against Communist aggression in Africa. 
Their aim is a black peoples’ republic which will be ready- 
made for their ultimate take-over. The white people in South 
Africa are determined not to quit as other white people in 
Africa and Asia have had to do. In the country where we have 
a justifiable claim, we are determined to co-exist peacefully as 
white and black nations, all committed to fight the ideals of 
Communism. 

There seems to be little understanding of this fact in the 
West. No doubt when the African states begin to divide their 
loyalty between the conflicting forces—as is bound to happen 
soon—South Africa’s stand against Communism is bound to 
make it a stronghold and rallying point for all who want to 
halt the southward drive of Russian influence in Africa. 

Mr. Chairman, some of you, or all of you, may not agree with 
our approach to our problem, but at the same time, we are 
deeply cognizant of the fact that however great our success 
may be, the final outcome of our struggle and the world strug- 
gle will ultimately be decided by the great powers. All that I 
wish to ask at this stage is, are you as Americans convinced 
that the United States, as the leader of the Free World, has the 
decisive and full answer to Communist infiltration in Africa? 

Mr. President, once more I wish to thank you for affording 
me this Opportunity to state the case of my country—South 
Africa. 

ALLEN B. CROW: Mr. Haak, we are greatly pleased that 
you have accepted the invitation of our State Department to 
visit our cities and our industries, especially that the next four 
days are to be spent here in Detroit, where we shall attempt to 
answer your questions. We also have a few questions that have 
been submitted, which we would be pleased to have you 
answer within the time limits today. 

(Reading Question) “THIS IS A CLIPPING FROM THE 
NEW YORK TIMES OF A FEW DAYS AGO. IT SAYS, 
‘The Kennecott Copper Corporation ranks as one of the biggest 
American investors in South Africa. Thus the disclosure last 
week that the company was negotiating to dispose of its $47,- 
000,000 interest in two South African gold mines posed some 
interesting questions. Are other United States companies stand- 
ing firm in South Africa or are they seeking to liquidate their 
investments on the assumption that new racial turmoil may 
arise?” 

HON. JAN F. W. HAAK: Mr. Chairman, I have no know!l- 
edge of this. I cannot be expected to give an answer on behalf 
of an American company. I think they are the most capable to 
give a reply to this, if that is the position. On the other hand, I 
know of other American companies who have decided to start 
operating there, and this was brought to my notice quite recent- 
ly while I was in the States. I know that there are others who 
have confidence in the future and who are prepared to invest 
there, because in the past it has been a lucrative field for in- 
vestment. All I know is that recently gold stocks were sold by 
foreign investors and it was absorbed by the South African 
market, and they think it was a good buy. That's why they 
bought it, and they bought everything that was offered to them. 
So, I don’t know why Kennecott wants to sell. Maybe it is an- 
other opportunity for the South Africans to have a bigger stake 
in their own industry, but I don’t know what the facts of it are. 

ALLEN B. CROW: (Reading Question) “WHAT ARE 
THE PRINCIPAL DIFFERENCES BETWEEN THOSE OF 
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BRITISH AND DUTCH DESCENT IN SOUTH AFRICA, 
AND HOW DO YOU ACCOUNT FOR THESE DIFFER- 
ENCES?” 

HON. JAN F. W. HAAK: The difference between the 
British and the Dutch in South Africa ? I assume that this ques- 
tion has to do with the political difference. I will state it to you 
as shortly as I can. In 1910 a Union was formed. The four 
provinces at that time united to form the Union of South 
Africa, There was a coalition and new parties. Then in 1912 
those parties split. General Hertzog who became Prime Minis- 
ter in 1924 said that he believed that if the interest of South 
Africa clashed with that of Great Britain, or with the interests 
of the empire, then the interest of South Africa must be given 
priority. He coined this phrase: “The interest of South Africa 
must always be placed first.” That was the cause of the political 
division which started in 1912. That approach has been the 
cause of our differences since then. 

In 1924 the party of Hertzog, which broke away in 1912, 
took over the government. He decided that it was time that 
we had our own South African nationality. It was time that 
we should have our own South African flag. The result was that 
since then we have had two flags, the Union Jack and also our 
own National Flag. We have had two nationalities—Union 
nationality and British nationality. There was always a dif- 
ference of opinion on that. 

In 1932 there was a coalition between the parties of General 
Smuts and General Hertzog. They agreed on the main points. 
The points of agreement were on our native policy. But they 
couldn't agree on one, and that was whether South Africa had 
the right to remain neutral in case Great Britain was involved 
in a war. They agreed to differ on that point. 

In 1939 that issue divided the party of General Hertzog and 
General Smuts. General Hertzog had to resign as Prime Minis- 
ter and the United Party of General Smuts took over in 1939. 
After the war the National Party again took over in 1948. Since 
then we have abolished the Flag of Great Britain as our flag. 
We have now only one flag, the National Flag. We have only 
one nationality, a South African nationality. We had two Na- 
tional Anthems, now we have one. There was a right of appeal 
from our highest court to the Privy Council—that was abol- 
ished, too. 


We want to build up those factors which unify and work 
for unity. The only outstanding factor was that of a republic. 
In October of this year we had the referendum, which was won 
by the Republicans. The only issue at stake was whether we 
should replace the Queen of Great Britain who is also Queen of 
South Africa, with our own President. It is expected that on the 
31st of May, 1961, South Africa will become a republic, and 
the head of state will be the President instead of the Queen. 
The Queen of Great Britain is Queen of South Africa out of her 
own right; not because she is the British Queen. We have our 
own laws making her the Queen of South Africa. 

As to our Commonwealth membership, all parties agree that 
we should maintain our membership. We feel that this is a 
constitutional issue. Ghana, India, Pakistan and Ceylon have all 
become republics and continued membership was not denied to 
any of those countries. We see no reason why continued mem- 
bership should be denied to South Africa. I don’t know whether 
anything has happened in the last six weeks. I have had no news 
from South Africa as far as that is concerned. Maybe something 
appeared in your newspapers which did not come to my notice. 
In any case, as far as our relationship with Great Britain and 
the Commonwealth is concerned, we feel that now that we are 
to become a republic, that issue which has been the dividing 
factor in our politics since 1910 is a closed issue. We are all 
agreed on our continued membership in the Commonwealth. 
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We feel that that issue which was an issue for 50 years has 
come to an end now. 

ALLEN B. CROW: (Reading Question) “TO WHAT EX- 
TENT WILL THE THREATENED BOYCOTT UPON THE 
PART OF OTHER AFRICAN NATIONS AFFECT SOUTH 
AFRICA?” 

HON. JAN F. W. HAAK: Mr. Chairman, I have indicated 
that last year the British boycott did not have any effect. Instead 
of having a detrimental effect, our exports to Great Britain in- 
creased. There was a boycott on fruit, organized by some British 
Labor Unions. It is interesting to note that our export of fruit 
to Great Britain increased by about $15 million, while there 
was a boycott. Those who buy, buy the article, the flavor they 
prefer, and they compare the prices. 

As far as Africa is concerned, some countries have started to 
boycott. Pan American Airways operating to South Africa had 
some trouble in Ghana when they said that before landing in 
Ghana we must declare that we are not in favor of apartheid. 
That ban has been lifted already. I think that once the African 
states begin to divide their loyalry—and I think that is bound to 
happen—then there will be a better relationship among those 
countries who stand with the Free World against the Com- 
munists. I think that there will not be a unified action to boy- 
cott the South African products. 

ALLEN B. CROW: (Reading Question) “WHAT PER 
CENT OF THE WEALTH OF SOUTH AFRICA JS OWNED 
BY ITS CITIZENS, AND WHAT PERCENTAGE BY FOR- 
EIGN INVESTORS?” 

HON. JAN F. W. HAAK: Mr. Chairman, that’s very diffi- 
cult to say. Our Reserve Bank made a compilation about 1956, 
and in it proved that direct foreign investments in the Union 
amounted to 1,600 million pounds. That's about $5,000 million, 
Investors in Great Britain had about 60 or 70 per cent and in 
the United States approximately 20%. But what percentage of 
our total economy that represents, is very difficult to say. I 
think that the major interest in mining is owned by South 
Africans and certainly the major interest in our industry is held 
by South Africans. It’s very difficult to say what percentage that 
will be. 

ALLEN B. CROW: (Reading Question) “DOES SOUTH 
AFRICA SELL ITS GOLD ON THE FREE MARKET, OR 
TO THE BANK OF ENGLAND AT A FIXED PRICE?” 

HON. JAN F. W. HAAK: South African gold is sold to our 

Reserve Bank, and our Reserve Bank sells it to the Bank of 
England. There is a fixed minimum price, but if there is an 
increase of price we receive the benefit. The South African 
Reserve Bank only pays a percentage, a commission, to the 
Bank of England. 
ALLEN B. CROW: (Reading Question) “IF THE UNION 
GOVERNMENT IS SO SURE AND CONVINCED OF THE 
CORRECTNESS QF ITS POLICY, WHY DOES IT DENY 
FREEDOM OF SPEECH TO THE OPPOSITION, FOR EX- 
AMPLE, THE BISHOP WHO WAS DEPORTED?” 

HON. JAN F. W. HAAK: There is full freedom of religion 
and freedom of speech as far as the political parties are con- 
cerned. I think if the Bishop was so sure of his own church 
activities, he would not have fled the country immediately 
when we had those disturbances. You know that he fled South 
Africa immediately when the disturbances broke out. I think 
that’s an indication. Surely no man will leave South Africa be- 
cause of religious reasons only, or because of his religious 
activities or church activities. The fact that he left of his own 
accord is an indication that there was something wrong. 

ALLEN B. CROW: The last question is a clipping that ap- 
peared on the first page of the New York Times of a few days 
ago: 
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“WORLD COURT GETS SOUTH AFRICA CASE” 


It refers to the mandate that was given by the League of 
Nations over South West Africa. This case was filed by the 
governments of Ethiopia and Liberia, first on the basis that in 
South West Africa the segreation policy remained, “the civil 
rights of the inhabitants of South West Africa have been sup- 
pressed, they cannot vote, join trade unions, live where they 
wish or travel freely about the country without special passes. 
They are denied adequate schooling and can hold no grants or 
leases on land. The complaint also charged that the territory's 
inhabitants were liable to criminal prosecution for leaving a job 
and were subject to curfew orders and forcible deportation 
without appeal. Membership in political parties is forbidden 
and severe criminal penalties, including corporal punishment, is 
provided for violators, the Court was told. 
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“South Africa is accused of having extended its administra- 
tion and legistlation to South West Africa with a view to ab- 
sorbing the mandate territory into the Union.” 

WILL THIS MANDATE BE REVOKED? 

HON. JAN F. W. HAAK: Mr. Chairman, any indictment 
is always only one side of the story. You can only judge when 
you've heard the answer to that indictment. As this is being 
referred to the World Court, I think it is best to wait until you 
hear the other side, too, when you will be able to judge. But 
seeing that this is sub judice, I don’t think it is encumbent on 
me at this stage to give the answer on behalf of the govern- 
ment. There are men more capable of doing so, and I would 
therefore prefer not to give the answer. All I can say at this 
stage is, that is the indictment, judge after you have heard the 
other side. 


“Is United States Intelligence 
Answering The Red Challenge?” 


THE JOB OF THE CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY 


By LYMAN B. KIRKPATRICK, Washington, D. C., Inspector General, United States Central Intelligence Agency 
Delivered before the Economic Club of Detroit, Michigan, November 21, 1960 


I can think of few places where the subject of this talk 

could more appropriately be given. You should well know 
that the “Red challenge” is not to our Intelligence services 
alone but to our entire way of life. Principal among the targets 
has been the business interests of the United States abroad. 

Typical of the approach that the Communists have made 
to this particular target is that of the Brazilian Communist 
Party, which has tried to recruit Brazilian businessmen, who 
dislike foreign competition, on the thesis that their objectives 
are the same. 

The Red challenge to the south, in Latin America, has con- 
centrated to an extremely large degree in the field of inter- 
national trade and business. The Soviets have granted a $100 
million econemic aid to Cuba, ostensibly for the purchase of 
equipment, but also used to a certain degree for the purchase 
of arms. 

A similar loan has been made to Argentina. Mexico turned 
down one of the same size. Just within the last few days they 
have made a very astutely timed offer of a tin smelter to Chile. 

The point here is that the economic offensive of the Soviet 
Union is closely tied in to a wide-scale, world-wide effort on 
the part of the Communists, intensifying their openly avowed 
objective of Communization of each and every country, and 
that the principal target of this effort is the major obstacle 
which stands in their way—the United States of America. 

The trade challenge is just one that is facing us. Those of 
you in the business field know the extremely favorable credit 
opportunities that the Communists offer and the various other 
aspects of their work in this area. But I want to enumerate the 
other challenges the Communists are posing today and very 
briefly describe how they go about this. 

One of the most insidious of their efforts is the peace move- 
ment, stemming out of the activities of the World Peace 
Council in Vienna and the Peace Partisan Committees which 
have been organized throughout the world. The Communists 
are taking advantage of a natural tendency against nuclear 
weapons, against armed strength, and using as dupes the many 
honest, earnest people who would like to see war abolished 
from the world. 


T IS A GREAT pleasure to be with you in Detroit today. 


Their efforts in this field show precisely how the atheistic, 
materialistic Communist movement works, because by spe- 
cific directive they endeavor to recruit patriotic priests and 
leaders of other religious movements to lend their peace of- 
fensive dignity. 

A second major effort on the part of the Communists—also 
equally dangerous because of its target—is the youth move- 
ment. Recognizing that the capture of minds in their forma- 
tive stage is one of the most valuable assets they could gain, 
the Communists throughout the years have placed tremendous 
emphasis in this particular field. 

Look at Cuba and the organization of the Latin-American 
Youth Congress in Cuba last year. Started originally by groups 
in various Latin-American countries which had no Communist 
affiliation, capture in the course of progress by the various 
national Communist parties, so that when the Latin-American 
Youth Congress was held in Havana in July, 1960 it was Com- 
munist controlled and dominated to the extent that quite a 
few of the young people there went on immediately to train- 
ing camps in Cuba similar to those used by the Cuban militia 
for training in guerrila warfare and other subversive activities. 

Indicative of the effort that the Communists are putting in 
the youth field, and using Latin America again as an example, 
in 1955 at the Warsaw World Youth Festival there were 1,000 
from Latin America. The same number went to Moscow in 
1957, but in 1959, 1,380 went to Vienna. 

How much do they want to spend on this? It cost them 
$932,000 to take the delegates to Moscow in 1957; $60,000 of 
this came from Latin America. 

Now equal to their intensive drive in the youth field has 
been their effort to organize labor throughout the world. In 
the Western European countries and the United States this has 
come to naught, to a large degree, although in France and 
Italy they have made some progress. But in the underdeveloped 
countries where industrialization is just starting, where trade 
unions are a new thing, where trade union leaders themselves 
have to be trained, the Communists through the World Fed- 
eration of Trade Unions are making a very intensive effort, 
and are taking union leaders back behind the Iron Curtain 
for training and sending them forth to organize all of the 
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newer areas in Africa, Latin America, and South Asia. 

There are many other front organizations that I could men- 
tion, in which the Communist challenge is intensive. And the 
danger in this is that many of the front organizations outside 
of the United States are not recognized as such by the people 
of the areas. Thus this is an insidious and highly dangerous 
element to the future stability of many now democratic coun- 
tries. 

One of the key elements in this effort has been the Com- 
munist delegation, diplomatic and otherwise, for through these 
missions the Communists have been able to provide the nec- 
essary support essential to all of these types of activities. The 
Communist missions, for example, act as a channel for all re- 
ports and messages going back to Moscow. These include the 
biographic sketches of candidates for conversion. They make 
the travel arrangements for these candidates and for the loyal 
Communists to go behind the Iron Curtain for the various 
Communist meetings, for vacations, and for medical assistance. 
Furthermore, they act as the funding mechanism for Commu- 
nist activities throughout the world and to pay the salaries 
of the key members of the subversive cadres of the Communist 
Party. 

In this effort I should stress to you that the Communists are 
extremely adept in working at two levels, the first level being 
the official, avowed, recognized Communist Party. In recent 
years there has been a growth of the accepted Communist 
Party. Again using Latin America as an example, five Commu- 
mist parties were legal in Latin America in 1954; nine are 
legal today; yet in all but a very few of these republics the 
Communists are able to operate with a certain amount of 
freedom. 

In those areas where they cannot operate with freedom, they 
operate through adjoining areas, with the Communists in those 
areas dealing with the underground cadres in those countries 
where communism is repressed. 

That is the open element—the officially recognized party. 
Every Communist party in the world has a subversive cadre. 
These are well organized, highly compartmented, and staffed 
by skilled professionals of which they always seem to have a 
reserve. And the technique as directed from Moscow is to use 
one to try and achieve parliamentary strength or recognition, 
and to use the second where the first fails. This leads to the 
next element of the Communist challenge, which is direct 
subversion. 

Here, of course, we have many modern examples of where 
they have been too successful. Perhaps the most obvious and 
closest is that of Cuba. Many people in this country and in 
the world, for example, and in Latin America, looked to the 
advent of Fidel Castro in Cuba as a welcome change from 
what had been described as a dictatorship. And yet I believe 
that everybody in this room today recognizés the incredible 
speed with which the Communists moved in and took over 
the complete control of power in Cuba, through the efforts of 
such men as Raoul Castro, Ernesto “Che” Guevara and Antonio 
Nunez Jiminez, who today are the key Communist leaders in 
the Cuban government. 

Here was an effort mounted largely through the subversive 
field in which the Communists have succeeded in taking over 
complete control of a government in this hemisphere. Gentle- 
men, this was not by accident, it was by direction from Mos- 
cow. At the Nineteenth Party Congress, of the Communist 
Party of the Soviet Union, orders were given that Cuba would 
be the base of Communist activity in the Western Hemisphere. 
This has been confirmed by ample evidence in the various 
Communist parties throughout the Western Hemisphere. 

And then last but not least is the challenge of the Com- 
munist intelligence services. Here we have a challenge which 
should in no way be underestimated. The Federal Bureau of 


207 


Investigation in the United States which has the complete and 
exclusive jurisdiction for internal security in this country, has 
made available to many committees of the Congress excellent 
material illustrating the methods by which they operate. The 
role of the Intelligence Services of the government is to deal 


- with the Communist intelligence threat elsewhere in the world, 


And of course this varies from country to country. Some of 
our friends and neighbors have good internal security services, 
and others—particularly the newer ones—have poor to non- 
existent services. 

Consequently, you will find that the Communist effort, while 
not neglecting those areas with good internal services, moves 
immediately into the newer areas where they can operate with 
relative impunity. 

Of course, the leader in this effort is the Soviet Intelligence 
Service, a highly competent, skilled, aggressive and ruthless 
organization, but one which we should never under-estimate 
or feel that in any way their ideology lessens their professional 
capacity. Nor should we be misled by what we see as a po- 
tential and possible split between the Russians and the Chinese, 
because we would be misleading ourselves if we thought this 
in any way lessened their effectiveness, or their cooperation on 
the working level, or their ability to allocate areas for opera- 
tions. 

In careful attention to the work of the Soviet and the Com- 
munist intelligence services throughout the world, we have 
noted with interest how the Russians will allocate to the other 
satellites and the lesser services specific jobs and specific areas 
to cover. And we have also watched with interest the differ- 
ence in technique of the operation of these services, While the 
parent service uses what we would call “quality” operations, 
some of the satellite services go in for the mass production 
basis. Taken as a total, a very formidable challenge. 

What are we doing to meet these challenges that threaten 
the very existence of our way of life? How good is our Intelli- 
gence Service? How effective is it in combatting communism 
throughout the world? How well does it keep our government 
informed? Do we have those ingredients of information which 
taken together, analyzed and assessed make intelligence so 
essential for the policy makers in the government. 

Not only is intelligence vital in diplomacy, but it is abso- 
lutely essential in defense, for you must know the composition 
of the enemy forces, the weapons they will use, the direction of 
the attack and their intentions, in order to enable our own 
defense structure to be properly constructed and properly 
alerted. 

This is not an easy question to answer, particularly in public. 
If we say too much about how much we know, or how we 
operate, or what we are doing, we are providing hostile serv- 
ices with essential ingredients of information such as we are 
constantly looking for from them. Yet, on the other hand, it 
is of great importance that the American public have confi- 
dence in the work of their intelligence organization, which in 
one sense of the word certainly could be regarded as our first 
line of defense. 

In order to approach an answer to this subject, let me de- 
scribe to you very quickly the evolution of our intelligence 
organization since World War II. As you may remember, we 
went into World War II with various intelligence services 
operating out of Washington—the Army, the Navy, the State 
Department and others—and with very little in the way of a 
central organization, with the result that in many instances not 
all of the information was ever compiled or assessed or ana- 
lyzed in one place, nor was one view presented to the President 
and the policy makers in the government. 

President Roosevelt was so seriously concerned about the 
quality of his information that in 1940 he called on a New 
York lawyer, William J. Donovan, and asked him to make 
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two trips for him, one to the Mediterranean and Balkan area, 
and one to England. The President particularly wanted to 
know whether the British would stand and fight, and ke was 
also interested in all of the various elements that were active 
in the Mediterranean and the Balkans. Donovan came back 
with basically three important items of major information. 
First, the British would stand and fight, and that they would 
hold out until aid could come. Secondly, he warned the gov- 
ernment that the Germans were undoubtedly going to move 
into North Africa. Third, he urged the President to create an 
organization to combine all the information and intelligence 
activities of the Federal Government. 

President Roosevelt asked him to see Attorney General 
Jackson, Secretary of War Stimson, Secretary of the Navy 
Knox. These three gentlemen rapidly agreed with Donovan 
that an organization should be created to combine intelligence 
information and the unorthodox warfare elements of the gov- 
ernment, with the result of the creation of what was first 
known as the Coordinator of Information Office. This was 
short-lived because it combined domestic information, news, 
propaganda, as well as intelligence. 

In 1942 it was split into two organizations, the Office of 
Strategic Services under Donovan, and the Office of War In- 
formation. 

Now, in the course of the war, the Office of Strategic Serv- 
ices, working with Army and Navy Intelligence, and also 
importantly with our Allies, particularly the British and the 
French, mounted a fairly major clandestine effort against the 
enemies. This included dropping agents behind enemy lines, 
dropping guerrila leaders into various countries—France, Nor- 
way, Italy, Burma, Thailand—and, equally important, organiz- 
ing for the first time an over-all research organization to pre- 
pare those encyclopedias of information required to conduct 
diplomacy or to conduct military operations in any area of the 
world, with such vital facts as not only the gradients of the 
beach and the composition for landing craft, the depth of the 
waters in the ports and the harbors, and the utilities, but the 
political structure and the internal security services and the 
police. 

It has been generally agreed that the Office of Strategic Serv- 
ices made a contribution to the war effort, and certainly it left 
certain heritages for the peace-time. Perhaps the most im- 
portant of these was the fact that General Donovan and Gen- 
eral John Magruder and others in the organization were look- 
ing forward to peace-time and recognized the need, in fact the 
necessity, for a peace-time intelligence service, with the result 
that as early as 1942 a paper was prepared outlining a pos- 
sible structure for a peace-time service, and again in 1944, 
Donovan circulated in Washington a proposal for a national 
central intelligence organization. 

Needless to say, this was not acted upon during war-time, 
and when demobilization came, the Office of Strategic Services 
was disbanded on the 18th of September, 1945. Fortunately, 
certain cadres were retained from this organization, one under 
the Secretary of the Army, and the large research organization 
that had been developed was transferred intact to the Depart- 
ment of State where it still resides as a major element in their 
research staff. 

In the Fall of 1945, Ferdinand Eberstadt, another New York 
lawyer, was preparing the so-called “Unification Act,” and this 
had in it a proposal for a Central Intelligence Agency. But 
President Truman wished to act more quickly, and in January, 
1946, he created a Central Intelligence Group, to be staffed 
by representatives of the other services, plus a permanent 
civilian cadre, to coordinate the intelligence effort of the gov- 
ernment. 

And finally in July, 1947, the National Security Act was 
passed which created in one fell swoop the Department of 
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Defense, the National Security Council, the Joint Chiefs of 
Staff, the United States Air Force and the Central Intelligence 
Agency. This Act, interestingly enough, embodied many of 
the principles which Donovan had put forth in his paper, 
which are quite important for a modern-day understanding of 
how our intelligence works. 

First, he felt very strongly that there should be one voice 
of intelligence in the Federal Government; a man to whom 
the President and the highest deliberative body in the Execu- 
tive branch, the National Security Council, could look for a 
statement on what was going on, or what the threat was to 
the country. 

Secondly, Donovan recognized that departmental responsi- 
bility should be preserved and maintained so that each of the 
departmental organizations could collect and process that in- 
telligence essential to its work. For example, the Army could 
collect and process intelligence on the ground forces of the 
world. 

Finally, another important provision was that this new or- 
ganization would have no domestic responsibilities, other than 
a base from which to operate, and that internal security should 
be exclusively the prerogative of the Federal Bureau of In- 
vestigation, and that the new intelligence organizations should 
look entirely outside of ‘the United States, Finally that this 
organization would coordinate the over-all work of the intel- 
ligence agencies of the government, and that the Director 
would report to the National Security Council and the Presi- 
dent. 

Since the passage of this Act some 13 years ago, our intel- 
ligence organization has evolved, become much more closely 
coordinated, and we think has become more efficient. Under 
the Director of Central Intelligence, it operates through what 
is called a United States Intelligence Board on which the Di- 
rectors of all of the intelligence services either sit or are rep- 
resented. This Board is not only the Board of Directors of the 
intelligence services, it is also the final substantive authority, 
passing on to the President those vital documents called “Na- 
tional Intelligence Estimates,” perhaps the most important 
documents created in the intelligence mechanisms of our gov- 
ernment. 

The National Intelligence Estimates illustrate very well the 
degree of achievement in an integrated service that we now 
have in the United States. A National Estimate is a statement 
of what is going to happen in any country, in any area, in any 
given situation, and as much as possible into the future. We 
naturally would like to project them as far in the future as we 
could, but the information isn’t always available upon which 
we can make these projections. And often there are certain 
current day situations in which we do not have all of the 
intelligence available that we would like to have, if we could 
get it. But these estimates are put together under a Board of 
National Estimates, which operates in the C.I.A., but as a serv- 
ice of common concern. And each of the responsible depart- 
ments prepares the original draft on that section which comes 
under its purview. 

Thus, the Department of State would draft the section cn 
the political or economic or sociological development in a 
country or an afea or a situation, while the Army would deal 
with ground forces, the Air Force with the air forces, the Navy 
with the naval forces, and the Department of Defense under 
the direction of the Joint Chiefs of Staff with the guided mis- 
sile threat, with each of the services making their particular 
contribution. 

The Board of Estimates would then go over this very care- 
fully, sometimes very heatedly, and would arrive at a common 
view, or, if possible, any one of the intelligence services has 
the right of dissent from the view which will be expressed as 
that of the Director of Central Intelligence. Thus, if anyone 
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of them feels strongly enough about what they think the in- 
terpretation of the facts should be—for remember that they 
are all dealing with the same facts—they can go on record 
before the senior policy makers of the government as indicat- 
ing that they do not believe the interpretation as presented is 
correct, but that a certain variation is correct. 

This system, which I have watched very closely since the 
war, has resulted in a high degree of unanimity among the 
intelligence services, yet with that important right of dissent 
maintained. For 1 am sure that all of you having read the 
various statements made by our military leaders in World War 
II on intelligence recognize the importance of one voice. Often 
many possibilities were offered the military commanders by 
their intelligence officers of what the enemy might do, such 
as stage a massive counter offensive, maintain a stalwart line 
of defense, resort to unorthodox warfare, or sue for surrender. 

Faced with this broad spectrum of possibilities, obviously 
the military commander is often placed in the position of de- 
ciding himself what the enemy is going to do, whereas this 
truly is a responsibility of his intelligence officer. So today in- 
telligence is speaking with one voice, or close to one, to the 
policy makers. 

Finally, we should recognize that the intelligence effort of 
the United States is a massive effort. The flow of information 
alone into Washington is of tremendous proportions. We not 
only have all of the information coming in from the press, the 
radio, travelers abroad, from the official representatives of 
other governments as transmitted by the Foreign Service of 
the United States, from the service attaches, and then from 
the intelligence organizations. Part of the major responsibility 
of our intelligence organization is to sift and filter this ma- 
terial, to remove the significant, to add the highly classified 
ofr sensitive material which we have obtained through a variety 
of means, and to present to the policy makers in concise and 
readable form that which they think the situation to be, and 
what they think is going to happen. 

The security aspects of intelligence in the world today are 
of a very high order. The Communists are extremely sensitive 
about intelligence efforts, and ascribe to our work all types of 
activities, some of which are very flattering in their propor- 
tions. The Communists tell their own people very little; con- 
sequently, make it even more difficult to find out what is going 
on in this vital effort toward self preservation. 

Further, in the last two years we have noted a very distinct 
Communist campaign directed particularly at United States in- 
telligence efforts, but also at Western intelligence efforts. 
Through their very adept and facile use of fabrication, planted 
documents, etc., they have tried to discredit our work, our Di- 
rector and the work of various other services, and to split the 
work of the various allied intelligence organizations. While 
this is flattering, it is also dangerous. In fact, in Khrushchev’s 
visit to the United States, you will recall that he made several 
comments about American intelligence efforts, indicating or 
implying that he read some of our messages, that he received 
some of our docuinents in fact, some agents were being paid 
by both sides. A very skillful propaganda warrior, Mr. Khru- 
shchev, but in his efforts to sow discord and distrust of U. S. 
intelligence in this country, he failed. 

The importance of our work today I don’t believe can in 
any way be underestimated. If we achieve what is our principal 
objective, and that is to keep United States policy makers bet- 
ter informed at all times than those of any other country in 
the world, we have the possibility of peace. For if our diplo- 
mats are better armed with facts when they sit at the confer- 
ence table, they certainly have the tools for successful negotia- 
tion. 

But on the other side, as I mention at the start, intelligence 
is absolutely essential to national defense. Incorrect or inac- 
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curate intelligence, or mis-estimates of the future direction of 
the army of those powers which have hostile intentions for 
this country, could be such an important and decisive factor 
in our defense structure that we might be well arming for the 
wrong war, in the wrong place, at the wrong time. Conse- 
quently, it is absolutely essential that we get up-to-date and 
vital information on what the Communist powers are doing 
and are planning to do. 

No intelligence officer, if he is worth his salt, is ever satis- 
fied with the amount of information or the accuracy or the 
validity of the information that he has at any time. He is con- 
stantly striving to get more and more information, and to 
assemble those vital ingredients which we call “hard facts”— 
which we are absolutely certain of. I think you can recognize 
where some of those come from. While today I could not say 
that we have all of the hard facts that we need, I think it can 
be said today that we have reasonable assurance that we can 
anticipate any hostile activities directed at this country. Our 
objective is to have absolute assurance. 

ALLEN B. Crow: We have a number of questions, Mr. 
Kirkpatrick. 

(Reading Question) “HOW DID IT, HAPPEN THAT OUR 
GOVERNMENT WAS MISLEAD OR MISTAKEN REGARDING CAS- 
TRO'S INTENTIONS IN CUBA?” 

LYMAN B. KIRKPATRICK: I think that there was a general 
under estimation of the ability or the depth of penetration 
of the Communists in the 26th of July movement. There is 
no question that it was:-an under estimation of the speed and 
ability of the Communists to take over. And I would suggest 
that you look at the original Cabinet that Castro set up in 
Cuba, in which you will find very few leftwingers and no Com- 
munists. Of course, that has evolved or changed or revolved 
over the years until today all of the respectable Cubans, or 
practically all of them, have gotten out of the government. 

ALLEN B. Crow: (Reading Question) “DO THE RUSSIANS 
AND CHINESE COMPETE OR COOPERATE IN LATIN AMERICA?” 

LYMAN B. KIRKPATRICK: Cooperate. They will work very 
closely together. The Chinese Communists are starting to move 
in now with their China News Agency, which is always the 
forerunner and the center of their intelligence and subversive 
activities. They might compete if the Chinese got too strong, 
but I don’t foresee that in the foreseeable future. I think 
the competition there is on much higher levels and ideological, 
and I just urge that this country not over estimate that com- 
petition. 

ALLEN B. Crow: (Reading Question) “DO THE OTHER 
NATIONS OF THE FREE WORLD HAVE SIMILAR ORGANIZATIONS 
TO THE C.LA. WITH WHICH YOU COOPERATE?” 

LYMAN B. KIRKPATRICK: Yes. All governments are a little 
differently organized for intelligence and national security. 
There are no two exactly alike in the world. We cooperate to 
a very large degree with some of our colleagues in the NATO 
powers and in other powers in the Far East, and this is a very 
important aspect of our work. 

ALLEN B. Crow: (Reading Question) “COULD A MISSILE 
ATTACK BE LAUNCHED AGAINST THE UNITED STATES WITH- 
OUT THE CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY HAVING PREVIOUS 
KNOWLEDGE OF IT?” 

LYMAN B. KIRKPATRICK: This is a very difficult question 
to answer. A missile attack will be noted by many different 
types of intelligence collection. I think you gentlemen should 
be aware of the fact that with the trernendous technological 
advances in recent years of an almost overwhelming capacity, 
that there, too, have been technological advances in informa- 
tion collection mechanisms. When you say, “Will the Central 
Intelligence Agency necessarily know in advance,” I don’t 
think any of us would say, “Yes, absolutely, we are going to 
spot it.” But it might be spotted by radar or other scientific 








210 


methods of collection. And I could answer that by saying 
the odds are exceedingly good that intelligence collection of 
some form will spot any missile attack. Now, the goal of course 
will be that we will want to watch them taking the missiles 
out to the site, or even better, have the Kremlin order in 
advance, or know that they are thinking of issuing such an 
order. Because when you speak of missiles moving into sight, 
you are at 11:59 in the time of the world. 

ALLEN B. Crow: (Reading Question) “HOW DEPENDABLE 
ARE REFUGEES IN PROVIDING THE INFORMATION WHICH YOU 
REQUIRE?” 

LYMAN B. KIRKPATRICK: It depends on where they come 
from and what they did before they took refuge. If they were 
scientists or technicians coming from key factories or areas 
behind the Iron Curtain, they can provide exceedingly valuable 
information. If they were farmers or privates in the Red Army, 
or something like that, generally the information they have 
is negligible. 

ALLEN B. Crow: (Reading Question) “WHAT ARE THE 
SPECIFICATIONS FOR THE MEN WHO ARE SELECTED FOR THE 
STAFF OF THE C.I.A, AND FROM WHENCE ARE THEY OB- 
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TAINED?” 

LYMAN B. KIRKPATRICK: We have a recruiting program 
in which we go to colleges and universities, research organiza- 
tions and foundations, and of course through our many ex- 
tensive contacts with business. We are constantly on the 
lookout for professionals of a wide variety of interests and of 
experience to come to work for us. We have a program in 
which each year we bring in junior officers to be trained to 
make a lifetime career with us. Intelligence work is work in 
which there is no substitute for experience. It is difficult to 
have what you would call on-the-job training in this work. Yet 
our junior officers must be taken out under the wing of ex- 
perienced officers. It’s an exacting and a dedicated profession. 
The type of person we are looking for is somebody of high 
intelligence with a wide variety of interests, a great amount of 
emotional stability, and ability to stand up under stress. We 
don’t give formal exams, but we'll put them through a very 
intensive assessment program even before we start the security 
clearance. 

We also have a large number of applicants; in fact, since 
last May the number of applicants has doubled. 


* es 7 
Deterioration Of Relations 
BETWEEN THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA AND LATIN AMERICA 

By MR. ALFONSO MARTIN, Bogota, Colombia 


Delivered at a meeting of the International Relations Club and Theta Xi fraternity, Lafayette College, Easton, Pennsylvania, 
November 15, 1960 


T IS RATHER extraordinary that I should find myself here 
tonight, at the suggestion of a countryman of mine (Carlos 
Londono, a junior majoring in international affairs at La- 

fayette from Medellin, Colombia) who is a champion wrestler, 
a good student, an intrepid leader, a conscientious Pan-Ameri- 
canist. I am too old to wrestle; I am too lazy to study; I am not 
an intrepid leader, but a docile husband. I am, however, a 
conscientious Pan-Americanist, profoundly preoccupied and 
chagrined by the threatening and ever-increasing deterioration 
of the relations between the U. S. A. and the Latin American 
nations. Perhaps this last qualification warrants my having ac- 
cepted the honoring challenge for me to talk to you tonight. 

The topic that I have chosen concerns the dire problem that 
endangers the ultimate liberty, tranquility and right to develop 
freely of the wrestler in question, of myself and of scores of 
millions of individuals in our free American nations. 

As a foreigner who has been granted the privilege of coming 
to your country to educate our two children, it is my accepted 
obligation not to indulge in political issues. I trust, therefore, 
that my heartfelt expressions of thought and feeling will in no 
way deter from my non-political status. 

I am not an expert in social and political behaviorism. I am 
a simple observer, who fears that the good things in his life are 
in jeopardy, and that he and his friends and neighbors might 
suddenly find that the sun no longer shines, that the freedom of 
a starlit evening or of a dewy dawn is no longer ours, that the 
priceless right to fish, or paint, or drive a taxicab, or drill for oil, 
or write a book, or sell insurance, or teach arithmetic in gram- 
mar school has gone to hell—a hell where the devil with the 
longest tail has the uncontested power to bruise our knees and 
then to force us to kneel on brine and crawl towards the copper 
statue of a despot, which exudes sulphur and lies, plus a smell 
that kills the staunchest daffodils that ever grew. 

The Oxford Dictionary defines a poet as follows: “A writer 
in verse (or sometimes in elevated prose) distinguished by 


imaginative power, insight, sensibility, and faculty of expres- 
sion.” Were I a poet with the imaginative power, insight, 
sensibility and faculty of expression to adequately paint for you 
—as I clearly see it—the diabolical and realistic picture that 
lies right around the corner from our complacent existence! 

In my generation, the people of some Latin American coun- 
tries were quite friendly to the U. S. A.; some were more indif- 
ferent; a few were frankly antagonistic; one sole Latin nation 
was sincerely, warmly fond of the U. S. A. The people in said 
friendly nation loved chewing gum, hot dogs, baseball, Heming- 
way, Miami, Arrow shirts, westerns, jazz, Marilyn Monroe and 
the Morroe Doctrine. In the whole world, no country—includ- 
ing Canada—ever liked and respected the North American 
form of life as much as the people of Cuba did. Something 
happened. A dictator was ousted. A struggling zealot replaced 
him, with the blessings of the U. S. A. and of other countries. 
Then, in a few months, Cuba became the world’s most aggres- 
sively anti-American nation on earth. Right before the strained 
eyes of the world, communism arrived here and took over. 

Cuba, as we all know, is a beautiful, colorful, tropical island, 
only 40 minutes away from the continental U. S. A. It was our 
most devoted, pro-American friend two years ago. It is our most 
furious and ignominious enemy in November of 1960. 

What exactly happened? Few experts really know. However, 
something is appallingly and completely obvious. If this miracu- 
lously complete turn-about took but a breathlessly short period 
of time, surely the same transformation can be effected more 
rapidly and even more easily in two or five or more of the 
Latin American nations, where the masses do not have the 
sincere, popular affection that the masses of Cuba did have for 
the U. S. A. and the American people. 

The communists work around the clock, while we, in our 
relatively carefree form of life, watch TV; they plot and con- 
nive, while we're out on fishing trips; they are flexing and 
strengthening their totalitarian muscles, while we're vacation- 
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ing or attending conventions across the nation. They have a 
plan ready, individually conceived and implemented, and which 
may allow them to take over any one of the Latin nations, 
whenever an opportune political crisis occurs or is caused by 
them, or when the head of a given country dies of apoplexy, 
or slips in the bathtub and breaks his neck, or a stray bullet, 
fired by an irresponsible fanatic, causes one more presidential 
assassination. When such a planned or accidental occurrence 
should next happen in any of our sister republics, the com- 
munists would immediately step in and enact their rape, with 
the aid of a few native radicals and demagogues and a handful 
of key communists thoroughly trained and prepared for the 
master coup, which can be brought to a shockingly fast success 
in our countries, where the ignorance and poverty of the lower 
classes make them a facile prey for the communist dema- 
goguery. 

It is not difficult, indeed, to lure millions who have nothing 
to lose, whose position in the society, the economy and politics 
of their countries is that of ignored pawns and serfs whose un- 
enlightened anguish for relief makes them follow any rascal 
who says: “Give me your hands and follow me, and all the 
poor shall share in the wealth and in the power of those who 
have been enslaving you for generations.” 

The heritage of the Latin American masses has been tragical- 
ly and inhumanly unjust. I, whose ancestors came to Colombia 
three or four centuries ago, must acknowledge, with utter hu- 
mility and honesty, that the political and social leaders in our 
countries have been disinterested in and/or unable to raise the 
standard of living of three-fourths of our population from what 
it was when the Spanish conquistadors came to catechize, pil- 
lage and invade the lands that belonged to the Indians. I bow 
my head in shame and I shudder at the thought of the possibil- 
ity of immediate communist success in countries where over 50 
per cent of the natives do not know where the money is coming 
from for tomorrow's breakfast, a breakfast lacking in pas- 
teurized milk, vitamin pills and cereals. 

If capitalism and democracy—so called—have failed to edu- 
cate the peon out of his illiteracy and universal ignorance, and 
to raise him from a social level where his pot-bellied, worm- 
ridden children walk around naked in a dirt-floor, mud hut that 
is as primitive as was the hut of his father, and his grandfather, 
and his great-grandfather, then he is inevitably prone to listen, 
with deep hope, to the communist demagogue who says: “Come, 
share with us.” His blind lack of criterion makes it impossible 
for him to doubt that the new master, the communist master, 
will really help him out of his unfathomable misfortune. His 
avid material and spiritual hunger impedes his realizing that 
the communist demagogue will only raise him to a point where 
he can become a numbered slave of the new totalitarian order, 
one in which he will no longer be able to struggle and die in 
his present ways, but in the new ways violently enforced by the 
local representative of the communist dictatorial machine. 

A navigator and adventurer inveigled a condescending queen 
to pawn her jewels in order to finance his expedition in search 
for a shorter route to India. His sense of orientation was such 
that he went in the wrong direction and stumbled into our rich 
continent. After four and a half centuries—during which our 
rivers have too frequently swelled with unnecessary blood and 
tears—I wonder if it would not have been more discreet for 
Queen Isabella to have kept her jewels in her boudoir. It pains 
me to have to recognize that the Spanish colonization achieved 
only appalling social results in the fructiferous lands of Latin 
America. 

There is a score of Latin American capitals where the homes 
of the few traditionally rich are comfortable and even luxurious. 
Unfortunately, these are the only homes that are ever visited by 
the diplomats and visitors from the capitalist countries. There 
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one drinks the best scotch, wines and champagne; eats Beluga 
caviar, the finest cheeses and smoked salmon; one finds private 
libraries made up of good books; and many of the owners of 
these homes have been educated in good universities, either 
local, European or North American. Alas, these owners rep- 
resent but an infinitesimally small fraction of the inhabitants 
of said capitals. Besides, the greatest number of poverty- 
stricken Latin Americans live in the destitute countryside. 
Therefore, said diplomats and foreign visitors, in doing what 
they're doing over and over, might just as well attempt to find 
out what really constitutes the complex social problems of Latin 
America by visiting Park Avenue in New York City, or the 
West End of London or the French Riviera. The extent and 
ramifications of these frightful problems cannot be fathomed 
by a visitor who comes to our capitals only to talk and wine and 
dance with our social leaders, whose existence is millions of 
ideological and material miles away from the dangerous back- 
wardness of the real Latin America. 

How different is the itinerary of the purposeful and dedi- 
cated communist traveler who visits our lands, Never is he 
seen at the elegant tables of the powerful caballeros in Buenos 
Aires, Rio de Janeiro, Mexico City or Bogota. He arrives know- 
ing Spanish or Portuguese. He comes thoroughly indoctrinated 
as to Customs and social tendencies. He has the names of the 
few native fellow-travelers, economic information, political sur- 
veys as to the popular areas most apt to absorb communist 
doctrine. He goes straight into his work, without public inter- 
views, photographs and cocktail parties. Cannot the lovers of 
democracy and liberty realize that, by means of such unobtru- 
sive, well-directed methods, communism is spreading like wild 
fire over lands populated by almost 200 million Latin Ameri- 
cans? 

It is not by means of arms and war that the communists will 
ever attempt to dominate the free world. They do not want war, 
for history shows that, in this endless craze of distruction that 
man has foisted on man since we lived in caves, the defeated 
nation was generally surprised by its own defeat. Furthermore, 
the next world war might leave only two losing sides and mil- 
lions of useless bank accounts. The communists know this too 
well, just as well as they know that they are winning battle 
after battle in the cold war. 

Their certified score is fantastically favorable. It starts with 
the modest tally of the few thousand bolsheviks who murdered 
the Czar, his family and the leading aristocrats and govern- 
ment heads, and then took over the primitive but colossal Rus- 
sian nation. The score-board today shows that hundreds of mil- 
lions of men, women and children are now ruled by the brutal 
and enslaving force of world communism. The communist 
demagogy has overtaken enoromus portions of the map of the 
world, always sparring, jabbing, side-stepping, feinting, never 
challenging the learned or more enlightened, educated leaders 
of democracy, always enticing desperate peoples struggling in 
the darkness of poverty and ignorance and despair, never facing 
the defenders of anti-communism on a common ground of risk 
and exposure, 

Had the Russians, by military means, invaded gay, rumba- 
dancing Cuba, so close to the continental United States, they 
would have made war inevitable, and such a war they would 
probably have lost. What did they do instead? They did exactly 
what they are ready, willing and able to do in any other Latin 
American country where the appropriate circumstances might 
arise—even as I speak to you tonight. No risk of losing a war. 
No expense incurred in money, arms or flesh. Balance? They 
have knocked out of Cuba every vestige of capitalism and 
Americanism. They control it as the most strategic launching 
platform for cold or hot war against the U. S. A. and all of the 
American continent. Dividend? They have stolen—with im- 
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punity—one billion dollars in industries and other properties 
created, financed and owned by American individuals and 
corporations. 

The Cuban coup, which was so shockingly successful, was 
preceded by at least one other horrible anti-American spilling 
of blood. In 1948, when the Pan-American Conference took 
place in my native Bogota, the leftist idol of the masses, indeed 
not a communist, a political leader who hid been a strong 
presidential candidate and whose name was Jorge Eliécer 
Gaitan, was cleverly and criminally used for the most violent 
anti-democratic scheme. One tranquil afternoon, exactly at 
1:15 P.M., as he peacefully walked out of his Main Street of- 
fice, he was riddled by the bullets of a hidden assassin, a young 
man whose body was immediately smashed to death by the 
irate bootblacks with their wooden boxes. Then the mutilated, 
naked corpse of the assassin was dragged through the streets and 
left in front of the Palace of the Presidents of Colombia. By 
2:00 P.M., less than one short hour after the shooting, the 
principal street corners of distant Colombian cities—Barran- 
quilla, Cali, etc-—were displaying huge, black-lettered posters 
—which had undoubtedly taken several hours to print—invit- 
ing all the workers in the country to the funeral services to be 
held in memory of their leader supposedly felled by the crim- 
inal hand of capitalism. It happened that Dr. Gaitan did not 
die (at The Central Clinic) until four hours after said posters 
had appeared all over the country. I should not need to go into 
the details of the tragic occurrences that took place in Bogota 
during the following days, for these happenings were recorded 
by all the leading international news agencies that covered the 
important and bloody Pan-American Conference. The articles, 
photographs, broadcasts and newsreels depicting the tremen- 
dous massacre were seen and heard by millions of peopie all 
over the world. That same afternoon, following the schedule 
of the well-prepared coup, all the Bogota radio stations were 
taken over by armed, communist key men, mostly Colombians, 
instructed and pushed by a few international communists, who 
had worked out each step of the anti-democratic revolution. The 
microphones began to blare out the pertinent instructions, care- 
fully addressed to the then berserk workers in Bogota: 

Your day has come. You, the forgotten workers of this 
paradise of the rich, whose beloved leader has been mur- 
dered by the capitalists, will now take over the wealth 
and privileges of our autocratic oppressors. Capitalist 
domination is over. We are now addressing the people 
in the downtown section of Bogota. Borrow, get, steal any 
arms that you can. Walk down 14th Street. Find a hard- 
ware store. Break in. Take machetes, picks, shovels, knives, 
anything with which you can wound or kill. Once you're 
armed, walk into Carulla’s exclusive store. Take bottles of 
scotch, wines and all those liquors that your masters have 
been drinking for generations while you've been forced 
to drink chicha and polluted country water. Now, com- 
rades, listern carefully, and we'll tell you how to prepare a 
Molotov cocktail. Take an empty bottle, fill ic with gaso- 
line or alcohol, which you can get at the Shell station, stuff 
a wick or a rag—etc., etc.—on 7th Carrera and along 14th 
Avenue you'll find the palaces of So and So. Break a win- 
dow, light your Molotov cocktail and throw it in. Then 
run fast, for the workers who end up alive will have won 
this revolution against capitalism and will be the heirs to 
the privileges of Colombian wealth. 

Fortunately, many of the revolutionary peasants drank too 
much and fell on their anxious faces. Also, that London-like 
climate of misty Bogota, so prone to produce rain, often torren- 
tial showers, broke all records. It rained copiously during three 
days and nights. 

These two extraneous factors, drunkenness and rain, curtailed 
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the damage that the frenetic masses were out to inflict upon 
Bogota and its defenseless inhabitants, including the diplomatic 
missions, such as the one from U.S. A., headed by your Secre- 
tary of State, General Marshall. Alcohol and water capriciously 
diminished the intensity of the well-planned holocaust that was 
intended to destroy as many properties and lives as might be 
required to place communism solidly in power at the Palace of 
the Presidents of Colombia. Notwithstanding, this unsuccessful, 
criminal coup did burn and destroy many houses and buildings, 
including churches whose arson agents were ignorant Catholic 
workers—and it did kill perhaps 14,000 people. 

This apex in pyrotechnic barbarism brings to mind a story, 
a horrible little story that was produced as humor is often pro- 
duced, out of pathos, by the first violent clash in Colombia in- 
volving communist inspired aggression, blind, hopeful ignor- 
ance of the needy ones and man’s frequent apathy towards 
human values. Since the burying and transportation facilities of 
the Bogota cemetery were not capable of taking care of thou- 
sands of mutilated, riddled, burnt corpses per day, the sidewalks 
of Bogota were littered with stenching victims. The fable tells 
of a little old lady on whose doorstep a corpse had been lying 
for four days. As she was returning from 6:00 A.M. mass, she 
saw a military truck swerving around her corner, loaded with 
corpses. She valiantly ran out in front of the truck and said to 
the sergeant driving: “Dear Colonel, you look like a good man. 
I implore you to please take away this poor mutilated body of 
a handsome young man, for it is beginning to decompose, and 
I can’t stand the stink any longer.” 

The sergeant replied: “My dear sefiora, I'd love to please you 
but I can’t. I left the barracks at dawn with instructions to pick 
up 22 corpses, and as you can see, I've already accumulated 29 
of them. There’s no room for even one more.” 

The little old woman walked around the macabre truck and 
saw that the sergeant’s refusal was justified. She crossed her 
heart and, with tears in her eyes, said to the sergeant: “You're 
right, Colonel, but you can at least do me one little favor, and 
God will bless you for it. Please change this four day old corpse 
of mine for a fresher one.” 

Such was the vitriolic humor with which the native Bogo- 
tanos attempted to dress up the frightening, horrible scars and 
bruises inflicted by savage anti-Americanism on their peaceful, 
400 year old city. 

At the same time, and while the eyes and ears of the world 
were focused on Bogota, an incident took place. One of the 
most rabid agitators was caught in-fraganti and put in jail. 
Some days later, after his name, record photograph and finger- 
prints were left in the police files, he was flown out of the 
country. He was a very young and then clean-shaven Cuban 
named Fidel Castro. 

All of these ominous Bogota happenings were accurately re- 
told—as recently as 17 months ago—in a New York newspaper 
column that is read by millions of people in this country at just 
about the time we were giving to the same Fidel Castro our 
heartiest congratulations and support. 

Latin America’s population is growing at the fastest pace 
known in any world area having its same life-expectancy in- 
dex. After 1970 it will explode past the 200 million inhabitant 
mark, and it is expected to continue multiplying at a pace out- 
stripping the most pessimistic prognostications of Malthus. 
Latin America, rich in many vital raw materials and natural 
resources, is the continental neighbor of the U. S. A. Until the 
Second World War, Latin America had been pronouncedly 
pro-American and definitely anti-communist. However, Latin 
America has received less than five per cent of the economic 
aid given by the U. S. A. since said world war. The Red regimes 
of Poland and Yugoslavia have received nearly 70 per cent of 
what the 22 Latin American nations received. Scandinavian 
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countries, which curiously voted 100 per cent with Russia on 
the issue of Red China, have collected a total of $2,056,600,000 
from the U. S. A. The Pacific, Far East, South East Asian and 
South Asian lands have received $10,050,300,000; the Middle 
East $5,262,900,000; Africa $739,900,000; Europe $38,716- 
700,000. These figures, whether absolutely exact or not, cer- 
tainly indicate the trend of the policy by means of which these 
monies belonging to the North American taxpayer have been 
distributed in a sincere anti-communist effort. 

The Latin American republics no longer want economic aid, 
per se. In the light of their new international political con- 
science, it hurts their national pride. Furthermore, it generally 
defeats its purpose. What we want is technical assistance and 
a bilaterial norm for commercial coadjuvancy that must take 
into consideration the reality of our respective economic po- 
sitions and individual economic factors. To illustrate this sore 
problem, let us consider the case of Colombian coffee. More 
than four-fifths of Colombia’s entire dollar income are derived 
from our coffee exports. Four years ago, during our shameful 
and bloody dictatorship—the advent of which can be traced to 
the social havoc that emanated from the aforementioned chaos 
started during the Pan-American Conference in Bogota—the 
American coffee brokers were paying us 85 cents per pound of 
Colombian coffee. Today we are only getting about 40 cents 
per pound. This means that, due to circumst.nces beyond our 
control, the national dollar income of tweive million poor 
people was slashed in half. Conversely, four years ago, the 
Colombian coffee grower was buying a given model of an 
American tractor for $4,900. But, also because of circumstances 
that he cannot control, today the same tractor costs him $5,400. 
The price of coffee was cut by 50 per cent, while the price of 
the indispensable tractor was raised ten per cent. At the same 
time, our peon working in a coffee plantation gets wages of 
20 cents per hour, while the American workman in the manu- 
facturing plant producing the tractor gets 10 times as much. 
Furthermore, in the specific case of Colombian coffee, we must 
bear in mind the fact that one pound of blended coffee holds 
only a maximum of one-third Colombian coffee. So, the dif- 
ference between the aforementioned high of 85 cents and the 
current price of 40 cents would mean, for the American house- 
wife, a difference of but a fraction of a cent per cup. 

Similar economic anguish with its severe social implications, 
which the anti-American agitators and communists use to their 
fullest advantage, is being suffered by most of the Latin Ameri- 
can nations. While the prices of their national products are 
shrinking steadily, the cost of their indispensable dollar im- 
portations of machinery, trucks, tractors, fertilizers and many 
other capital goods is rising steadily. This continued disparity 
between our decreasing dollar-income and our increasing dollar- 
needs can only produce the economic strangling of our meagre 
chance to raise our standard of living and attempt to stop the 
growing anti-American feeling that is growing daily. It 
is imperative that farsighted experts and economists from 
U. S. A. and Latin America bring forth an immediate and per- 
manent solution for these economic problems that I've suc- 
cinctly outlined—for their very existence is Russia's greatest 
blessing in America. This is a most complex task, but our 
governments must devote the best intellectual and material 
means to analyze it, implement it, and undertake it right 
away, lest the communists reach the goal before us, lest the 
scales tilt beyond the point of no return for us. 

Speed is of the essence, for our enemy is moving faster than 
we realize. Forty years ago the country that the communists 
usurped from the Czars was exceedingly backward. Their in- 
cipient industry was a quarter of a century behind the in- 
dustries of Europe and America; their most abundant raw ma- 
terials were being exploited very primitively and insufficiently. 
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Yet, to the amazement of experts, industrialists and financiers, 
Russia—by devious ways, cruel discipline which does not spare 
the lives of her slaves, and an urge fired by frenzied ambition 
and unlimited effort—has succeeded in becoming a world 
banker, a most prolific industrial nation. She undersells our 
oil in the world markets; she manages to export industrial 
products, steel, platinum and other minerals; she has become 
a manufacturer of excellent oil field equipment, automobiles 
that run, supersonic airplanes and bombers that fly, submarines 
that are marauding through the strategic depths of the seven 
seas. Russia has achieved a very solid and prominent place in 
the highly scientific and transcendental field of atomic weap- 
ons and missiles. How far Russia has come from her historical 
backwardness of but three or four decades ago! 


Will we—the anti-communists of Latin America—complac- 
ently watch Russia continue gaining predominance also in 
the commerce of minds that, due to ignorance, hunger, fear, 
weakness, cannot defend themselves from the deceiving tempta- 
tions or the brutal imposition of communist infiltration? 

With your generous indulgence, I shall now entreat you to 
share with me in a personal secret of mine. I'm considered to 
be a cynic, by many people to whom, unfortunately, I shall 
never be able to send a Christmas card or a red rose. 

In my urge to express my deepest feelings and convictions, 
I've often referred to the vehement and unfettered voice of 
the poet, and I've said that the world will always be a sorry 
place, as long as it is run by man, for we have found him to 
be the only creature whom nature has generously endowed 
with the quadruple ability to deceive, to misrepresent, to lie, 
to cheat. 

Not with tongue in cheek, but perhaps with unseen tears 
in my eyes, I've repeatedly quoted some ancient philosopher 
who coined the universal understatement of the ages: “Errare 
humanus est.” How sad, indeed! 

Realism cannot be mistaken for cynicism—and it is es- 
sential realism to acknowledge that man tends to cheat in 
politics, in love, in business. Yet, man cannot cheat in science 
or in art, whence he derives truth, strength, beauty, goodness, 
and as his sublime glory, thereby may attain that rarest of 
enriching virtues, which is complete integrity. But, my dear 
friends, we must have absolute, unmitigated liberty in order 
to be capable of engendering complete integrity. Therefrom 
stems my obsession against communism as we know it today, 
for it is the antithesis of freedom. At times, within the realm 
of my purported cynicism, the blackness of my skepticism as to 
the potential triumph of man is pierced by a tiny, sharp, pal- 
pitating ray of hope, the hope that students like yourselves may 
wish to dedicate themselves to combat the arch-enemy of per- 
sonal integrity, through truth in science or in art. Thus would 
you attain your loftiest and most splendid stature. 

We must frankly realize that man’s normally sad dilemma 
on earth will become simply unbearable, if we add, to the 
perennial grief of limitation that is our heirdom, the infamy 
that results from so-called art and so-called science sub- 
reptitiously aimed at the destruction of human integrity, such 
as it is. 

The germ of my supposed cynicism activates my heartfelt 
aspiration for the lasting defense of scientists and artists who 
may be illuminated enough to be capable of raising somewhat 
the social level that would otherwise be doomed and anni- 
hilated by the shackling of even those unique human excep- 
tions who can do good when they are free to be creative and 
honest. 

It is my ardent hope that the new foreign policy of the 
U. S. A. will bring to bear the force of the tremendous material 
and spiritual attributes of America to the paramount purpose 
of uniting, as much and as soon as possible, the minds of 
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hundreds of millions of North Americans and Latin Americans 
in an olympic effort to keep away from our shores the cancer 
of totalitarian communism. For only thus, if we solidify, in an 
indestructible monolithic block, our abundant continental 
forces, will we be able to continue to enjoy an amiable form 
of free existence. 

I have voiced, in a somewhat unorthodox manner, the topic 
that crowds my nights of insomnia, because more and more 
fragile leaves are dropping from my calendar, and I’m begin- 
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ning to fall in love with the simple beauty of the truth and 
the formidable inspiration of freedom. 

If I have failed to convey to you, my hospitable friends, the 
tetrical fear that inundates my heart, as I see daily proof of 
the very sad and very fatal deterioration of the relations be- 
tween the U. S. A. and the Latin American republics, then I 
verily lack the imaginative power, the insight, the sensibility 
and the faculty of expression that are the dictionary’s qualifica- 
tions required of a poet. 
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the faculty, members of the board of trustees and guests 

of Baylor University. It is certainly not original for me 
to say it is an honor to be here. But neither would it be 
honest to avoid saying it. To stand at the rostrum occupied 
im previous years by such men as Robert Anderson, Billy 
Graham, Cecil B. DeMille and Dr. Louis Evans is a distinction 
not to be taken lightly by any man. 

The American Ideal is so broad that it can hardly be a 
subject for discussion. It covers too many elements in our 
lives, and lends itself to too many definitions. But after getting 
Judge McCall's kind invitation to be here today, I assigned 
myself a chore: 

To sum up, for myself and for you, the American Ideal in 
one word. 


[le te YOU, Dr. White, Judge McCall, members of 


WHAT IS THE WORD? 

There were two that occurred to me immediately. But 
neither quite did the job. 

The first, an obvious one, is Freedom. In many respects 
that certainly is the American Ideal. On the other hand, it 
requires a great deal of modification. Unfortunately, Freedom 
can be too easily confused with license. We are not free to do 
anything we wish. Our own acts must be balanced against 
the needs and the rights of our fellow men. 

Another word that came to mind is Accomplishment. We in 
America have done more in 200 years than other nations have 
in 5,000 to provide a good life for our people. But at the same 
time, not everyone accomplishes things. Some fail. Some don’t 
even try. 

A little noted feature of democracy is that it is the only form 
of government that permits inactivity. Fortunately, not many 
people want to be parasites. And not many who fail remain 
failures. To fail, you must be trying to do something. If you try 
once, ordinarily you will try again. 

But Accomplishment doesn’t quite fill the bill, either. One 
word, to me, does sum it all up. 


THE RIGHT WORD—ENTHUSIASM 

That word is Enthusiasm. Enthusiasm has in it the spirit of 
freedom. Slaves are not enthusiastic. It has in it the spirit of 
accomplishment. Parasites also are not enthusiastic. It defines 
the power that made America what it is today and which has 
brought about every good thing that has ever happened in the 
world. 

The beauty, as well as the appropriateness of the word, lies in 
its definition: Divine inspiration. In the true sense of the word, 
therefore; you cannot be enthusiastic about anything bad. You 
can be fanatical. You can be obsessed. But real enthusiasm is 


reserved for projects that accomplish something good. 

A writer once said “Nothing great has ever been done with- 
out enthusiasm.” That can be changed to “Nothing worth- 
while has ever been done without enthusiasm.” The enthusiasms 
of an individual don’t have to be directed only toward great- 
ness. Every person can't hope to be great. Burt neither can they 
feel that life has cheated them by withholding greatness. 


Look Two Ways 


Everyone needs something to be enthusiastic about, no mat- 
ter how commonplace it might seem to another person. In fact, 
to me, the search for enthusiasm is a two-way street. 

First, it is the search of an individual for something he can 
become enthusiastic about. Too many people lack this vital 
spark. Too many let themselves lead hum-drum lives, without 
caring much about anything. They go to work. Then they go 
home. They go to church. Then they go home to dinner. They 
see to it that their children have enough to eat and good 
enough clothes to wear. But they do all of these things without 
really putting themselves into it. 

Each of these every-day activities requires real enthusiasm to 
make it a success. And each one deserves enthusiasm. Each one, 
if enthusiastically pursued, can enrich a person's life by giving 
him or her a really worthwhile goal. For instance, I feel sorry 
for the man who doesn’t look forward to going to work in the 
morning. I feel sorry for the people who work only to make 
a living so they can eat and sleep and have an occasional eve- 
ning at the theatre. These people are missing one of the best 
treats life offers by not looking for the challenges in their work. 

There isn’t a job in the world that can’t be done better than 
it’s being done. A man isn’t doing the best he can for himself, 
for the company that employs him, or for the world if he rocks 
along without looking for that better way. I don’t care whether 
a man is one of a thousand clerks in a huge office, or is presi- 
dent of a corporation. He owes it to his company and to him- 
self to do the best job he can. 

If you're putting out a fire, a small bucket filled to the brim 
is better than a large bucket one-third full. And the man who 
isn’t capable of doing great things, but does the very best he 
can on the job he has, is worth more to himself than the po- 
tential genius who loafs his way through life just getting by. 


SPIRITUAL REWARDS 
Enthusiasm for doing a good job brings its material rewards. 
But even more important, it brings the kind of satisfaction to 
a man’s soul that no amount of money can equal. 
I feel sorry for the men and women who go to church on 
Sunday morning because they think it’s the thing to do, and 
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then forget about it for the rest of the week. Nothing in this 
world, and I mean that literally, is more deserving of en- 
thusiasm than the salvation of your immortal soul. 

Too many people think their church is a place to go to if they 
wake up on time Sunday morning, and if it isn’t raining. Most 
people, if you press them, will admit that Christianity is worth 
dying for. But not enough have the enthusiasm toward Chris- 
tian principles to make them worth living for. 

And I feel sorry for parents who think they have done every- 
thing for their children they need to do when they have spent 
money giving them things. If you want to see real enthusiasm, 
you watch the face of a father a month from now taking his 
little boy through the electric train display in a department 
store. But how much of that enthusiasm for the boy is left when 
his son comes to him some evening when he’s busy and says, 
“Dad, I want to talk to you.”? 

The happiest and best parents in the world are those who 
have real enthusiasm for rearing their children . . . to help them 
realize the very best potential that is in them, and to help them 
become the kind of men and women all of us want our children 
to be. Spending money on a project like that isn’t nearly as im- 
portant as spending time. Having a college degree in child 
psychology isn’t as important as having enthusiasm about get- 
ting the job done right. 

Earlier I said the search for enthusiasm is a two-way street. 
One lane of it is what I have been talking about—the in- 
dividual’s search for something to be enthusiastic about. 


IDEAS NEED NOURISHMENT 


The second lane is equally important. It is the search of ideas 
for enthusiastic supporters. 

Just about the weakest thing in all creation is the tiny spark 
of life in a newborn idea. When an idea is born, it is the brain 
child of only one person. If it is to grow and develop, it needs 
a lot of nourishment. The nourishment that keeps it alive, and 
gives it vitality, is enthusiastic supporters—people who are 
willing and eager to work for it, to overcome opposition to it, 
live by it and, if necessary, die for it. If the idea doesn’t 
generate that enthusiasm, it will die of starvation. And if the 
enthusiasm it generates doesn’t persist, starvation can set in at 
any time. 

A jet airplane can take off and in less time than it takes to say 
it, can roar to 600 miles an hour. But even at that speed, the 
pilot must continue to pour in fuel and develop power or the 
plane will crash. People must also continue to support an idea if 
they want to keep it alive. 

An outstanding example is the idea of freedom. Nations and 
people who have become indifferent to freedom have usually 
lost it. Because it isn’t worth having if it isn’t worth supporting 
and fighting for. 

FREE ENTERPRISE—AN IDEA 

Another example is our free enterprise system of business 
and industry in America. Building a nation and its people to 
greatness through the application of personal wealth and per- 
sonal talent was an idea. In this country it found the enthusias- 
tic support it needed. In this country it found men willing to 
risk everything they had for the chance to make a profit. And 
it has made America the strongest and wealthiest nation in the 
world, even though we are, by several centuries, the youngest 
of the major nations. 

We could spend several hours here just listing the benefits 
of free enterprise—in personal standard of living for our 
people, in housing, in the advances of medicine, and in leisure 
for activities other than work. 

The telephone company is a good example of free enter- 
prise at work. Outside of Canada and the United States, tele- 
phone service is almost entirely owned and run by govern- 
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ments. But it is in these two countries that you find the best 
telephone service in the world, available to the most people. 

To give just a brief example of progress brought about by 
free enterprise's search for a better way of doing things, 25 
years ago every telephone conversation required two copper 
wires. One to carry my voice to you, and the other to return 
yours to me. But the telephone system wasn't satisfied. And 
neither were the American people, who have always expected 
and demanded improvements in the things they need and want. 

We started learning how to add more conversations to the 
same number of wires. Then we learned how to carry conversa- 
tions without wires—through the air with microwave radio 
relay, or through the hollow tubes of coaxial cables. We learned 
to carry thousands of simultaneous conversations, and were also 
ready when television came along and needed a way to transmit 
programs all over the country. 

Today we have a wave guide, that looks like a hollow pipe, 
capable of carrying 200,000 telephone conversations at the 
same time. And in the sky is the first balloon of Project Echo, 
which will provide in future years worldwide telephone com- 
munications and worldwide live television. 

All of these things came about because we were free to look 
for a better way to do our job. 

Another example of the benefits of free enterprise is Baylor 
University, and private colleges and universities like it. The 
real standards of education are set by colleges and universities 
like this one. But without free enterprise and the profits it pro- 
duces, there would be no private schools. There wouldn’t be 
enough personal or industrial wealth to support them. 


FREEDOM Is THREATENED 
With all of its benefits, the free enterprise system in America 
is threatened. Many people have lost their enthusiasm for it. 
Why? These people can generally be divided into two groups. 
The first group are the ones we call indifferent. They think 
our way of life is a law of nature rather than an idea of man. 
They think it is invulnerable and immortal. So they just don’t 
think about free enterprise. They don’t realize it needs support. 


The second group are the active opponents. They are the 
fuzzy thinkers who believe a planned economy is better than a 
free one. They think the government controlling the people 
is better than people controlling their government. They think 
you haven't enough sense to spend your own money wisely and 
should let the government spend it for you. 

These people believe the way to have prosperity is for the 
government to spend. They never admit that all of govern- 
ment’s money comes from you and me, from your business and 
mine. If American business and industry, and her people, aren’t 
prosperous, there is no money for the government to spend. 

Ludwig Erhard, Germany's minister of economics, has 
answered very well this question of private spending versus 
public spending. He said it is more sensible to concentrate all 
available energies on increasing the nation’s wealth than to 
squabble over the distribution of this wealth. It is easier to al- 


low everyone a larger slice of a bigger cake than to discuss the 


division of a smaller cake. 

If we want genuine prosperity in this country in the future, 
the only way to get it is through the increasing prosperity of 
America’s business and industry—which means more prosperity 
for all of the people. America’s business and industry can con- 
tinue to grow only if they can effectively overcome some of the 
serious problems they are facing now. 

One of these is inflation. I don’t have to tell you what in- 
flation has done in this country. It has caused the dollar to lose 
more value in the last 20 years than it lost in a century before 
that. It has made a dollar worth 48 cents compared with what 
it would buy in 1940. 
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INFLATION’S CAUSES 


American industry is not blameless for inflation. One of in- 
flation’s causes is the wage-price spiral. Unions demand and 
companies give higher wages without offering or demanding 
increased productivity. Higher wages raise the cost of doing 
business. If productivity doesn’t rise equally, the price to the 
consumer must go up. 

Curing this situation will take understanding and fortitude 
by union leaders and by businessmen, both of whom must 
realize that there is a limit beyond which wages simply cannot 
rise. 

Another cause of inflation is the Federal government's 
spending beyond its income. Uncle Sam obligates himself to 
spend more than he takes in from taxes. He borrows the dif- 
ference from banks. This puts more money in circulation 
without a corresponding increase in the amount of goods for 
sale. It's like running money off on a printing press. With more 
money chasing the same amount of goods, prices go up. It’s 
just as simple as that. 

Four days ago the voters of America selected a Democratic 
president, John F. Kennedy. In the platform on which he ran 
tor this office, Mr. Kennedy offered this country prosperity 
through bigger and bigger government spending. I think that 
his election shows that the majority of our people believe this 
is the way to make our country sttrong—by limitless spending 
by the Federal government. 

I just hope that if Mr. Kennedy carries out his program he 
will raise taxes to pay for it. Higher taxes, burdensome as they 
are, are better than run-away inflation. 


FOREIGN COMPETITION 

A second major problem facing American industry today is 
stiff foreign competition. For many years we were suppliers to 
the world. But since World War II the nations of Europe and 
Asia have developed their own modern industry and they are 
beating us in many places, even in this country. 1 wonder if you 
knew that German barbed wire costs $40 a ton less in Cleve- 
land, Ohio, than American-made wire. A steel hammer with a 
rubber grip, made in America, sells for about $3.50. The same 
hammer made in Japan, sold here, costs $1.95. One of the di- 
rectors of our company has a chain of drygoods stores in Okla- 
homa. Ordinary tennis shoes, made in America, costs him $3.25 
a pair. He bought the output of a Hong Kong factory, delivered 
in Oklahoma City, for $1.25 a pair. 

This doesn’t apply only to small items. We paid $54,000 for 
the steel for a new building in San Antonio. If we had been 
willing to buy foreign steel, its delivered price in San Antonio 
would have been $8,000 less. How do the foreign companies 
do this? One reason is cheaper labor. A Japanese skilled me- 
chanic makes the equivalent of about $1.46 for a 12-hour day. 
We can’t compete with that level of pay, and I wouldn’t want 
to see our people working for that little. But neither can our 
industry hope to compete by giving constant wage increases 
that are not accompanied by increases in productivity. 

Many American industries are taking advantage of the 
foreign production costs. They are building plants in other 
countries, or are working out supply contracts with foreign 
firms. For example, General Foods is building a plant to make 
instant coffee in Japan. And the Polaroid company has a con- 
tract with a Japanese firm to produce two models of its 
cameras. 


DEPRECIATION ADVANTAGES 
Low wages are not by any means the only advantage the 
foreign producers have over our industries. The tax and legal 
regulations under which they operate are geared to help them 
rather than hinder them. 
An outstanding example is depreciation. Foreign countries 
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have depreciation allowances that encourage industries to re- 
place old equipment and modernize their plants. In this country, 
the rate of depreciation allowed for tax purposes is geared to a 
base of original cost, regardless of current value or present re- 
placement cost. One expert estimates that replacement costs 
outrun depreciation allowances by six to eight billion dollars a 
year. A McGraw-Hill survey shows it would cost American 
industry 95 billion dollars to replace its presently obsolete 
equipment. 

Before 1934 American companies could set their own de- 
preciation rates. But then the Federal government stepped in 
and set up controls. Part of the reason was to stop abuses. But 
to prevent abuses by a few, the tax regulations have hampered 
all of industry by making American plants continue to use old 
equipment. 

So our industries must face worldwide competition hindered 
by continually rising wages and other costs of doing business, 
hindered by continuing inflation and hindered by obsolete 
equipment that can’t be replaced because the depreciation al- 
lowance falls far short of the replacement cost. 

It's like making one of the men in a race carry a bucket of 
sand. 


WHAT WE CAN Do 


What do we do about it? 

First we must recognize the problems. We must realize that 
our American free enterprise system is on trial before the 
world. We are one of the two major powers on this earth. We 
operate with the strength of freedom. Our enemy operates with 
the power of slavery. We must decide which we want to 
triumph in the end. We must realize that our free enterprise 
system is an idea. We must become enthusiastic supporters of 
it. 

Industry is not a bottomless well of money for either em- 
ployees or the tax collector. If industry is not allowed to be 
prosperous and to produce at its potential capacity, we are all 
the losers. You can’t kill the goose and still expect to keep get- 
ting the golden eggs. 

Second we must apply our enthusiasm in whatever way we 
can, to the audience we can best reach. As educators, we must 
teach the American free enterprise system. We must teach its 
benefits. We must make enthusiastic supporters out of our 
students. 

As businessmen, we must hold the line on the costs of 
production. We must be our own spokesmen before our em- 
ployees. We must help them understand that no man can be 
more prosperous than the company he works for. We must tell 
him the simple truth—that when the earnings of a company are 
falling, the earnings of an employee do not rise. 

And, as citizens, we must make our enthusiasm known to our 
senators and representatives. We must demand that the govern- 
ment stop spending money it doesn’t have. We must demand 
that they stop inflation and protect the value of the dollar. We 
must urge them to loosen the tight regulations that weaken 
our industry in world competition. 

We hear a lot about the dangers of a shooting war. Every 
military crisis brings up new fears about the future of the 
world. But right now we are already engaged in a war with the 
rest of the world. Not a shooting war, but an economic war. If 
we lose the economic war, there will be no need for the shoot- 
ing war. If our economy breaks down, all the fine weapons in 
our arsenal won't stop the communists from taking over the 
world. 

A WorL_D GAME 
Once again I would like to thank Dr. White and Judge Mc- 


Call for the opportunity of being a part of this conference. I 
am enjoying very much my visit to Waco and to Baylor Uni- 
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versity. I'm looking forward this afternoon to seeing Baylor 
beat Southern California. Many of us will be in the stadium 
during that game. For two hours or so, we will see and feel a 
tremendous enthusiasm—an enthusiasm for one team playing a 
game against another team. 

In our world today there is a much more important game 
going on. One team is communistic, believing that everything 
and every person belongs to the state, and that the state is all 
powerful. The other team is free, believing that government 
is the servant of the people, that government should provide 
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for the people only those basic services that they cannot pro- 
vide for themselves, and believing that the right of free enter- 
prise is the power that has built this country into the most 
powerful nation on earth. 

I hope and pray that in the days and years to come, we can 
be as actively enthusiastic about our team in the world game as 
we shall be about our school team this afternoon. Because in 
both cases, if we don’t show our team that we're behind them 
100 per cent, I'm afraid we just might lose the game. 

Thank you. 


CJ 
Effective Speaking 
YOUR SPEECH IS IMPORTANT TO ALL OF US 


By DR. HARVEY CROMWELL, National President of Pi Kappa Delta, Mississippi State College for Women, 
Columbus, Mississippi 


Delivered before the Southern Convention of Tau Kappa Alpha, Tuscaloosa, Alabama, November 18, 1960 


FEEL AT HOME with you here tonight, not only because 

I, too, am a member of Tau Kappa Alpha; but also be- 

cause the basic purposes of Tau Kappa Alpha and Pi 
Kappa Delta are fundamentally the same. While it is true 
we use different words to express our objectives, both organi- 
zations believe that freedom of speech is fundamental to our 
way of living and that training in effective oral communica- 
tion is a prerequisite for good citizenship. Both organizations 
thus promote effective speaking and extend membership only 
to those who achieve the ability to think clearly and honestly 
and to speak effectively. You should be proud of the key of 
Tau Kappa Alpha that you wear. It is your badge for a 
more worthwhile citizenship and marks you as a member of 
a very elite group. 

I suppose, since this is a meeting of debaters, that I should 
talk on the subject of debate. And let me say that I know of no 
subject on which I would prefer to speak. Several years ago, 
I made a speech at the Southern Speech Association on the 
subject, “What's Wrong With Debate?” At that time, I 
prefaced my remarks by stating that should I follow a nega- 
tive point of view regarding the values of intercollegiate de- 
bating I would indeed be the sophist. I recognize there are 
weaknesses in debating as an activity; but what activity of man 
is perfect? 1 am not opposed to criticism and evaluation and 
improvement but I would state to you tonight that I am firmly 
convinced that the advantages to the student participant far 
outweigh the disadvantages. If I had the time I could quote 
testimony after testimony of men and women in all phases 
of American life who have been members of college and 
university debating teams and who have stated publicly the 
values they received from their participation. Who are some of 
those people? They are men such as Supreme Court Justices 
Burton, Clark, Douglas, Minton; Vice-President Richard 
Nixon; Senators Humphrey, Smathers, Sparkman, Mundt, EI- 
lender, Fullbright; radio and television personalities such as 
Mel Allen, Chet Huntley, Lowell Thomas, Edward R. Murrow; 
and many college and university presidents and professors, 
ministers, and business men. The list is long and the Who’s 
Who publications are filled with their names. Men and women 
who have expressed the same idea regarding their participa- 
tion in debate voiced by Dr. David D. Henry, President of the 
University of Illinois. Dr. Henry stated it this way: 

“My speech and debate experience and training at Penn 
State was the most important single educational experience 
in my life.” 

I like debating and apparently I am not alone. There are 


more than four hundred colleges and universities in the United 
States that have chapters of national forensic honoraries on 
their campuses. Last summer, more than five hundred debate 
coaches participated in the selection of this year’s intercol- 
legiate debate proposition and discussion question. Today, in 
spite of the dire warnings made twenty-five years ago to the 
effect that intercollegiate debating was dying, more colleges 
and universities have more debating programs directed by 
trained teachers for more students than ever before in the 
history of man. 

Why all of this testimony and activity? I think it is because 
effective oral communication is important to our nation and 
to us and because debating provides training for effective 
oral communication. Let us look at my statement that effec- 
tive speaking is important to all of us. 

Research reveals that we live in a verbal communication day, 
that seventy per cent of our waking day is spent in communi- 
cating with someone. Specifically, the results show that forty- 
five per cent of that verbal communication day is devoted to 
listening, thirty per cent to speaking, sixteen per cent to 
reading, and nine per cent to writing. When we look at these 
figures carefully, we discover that seventy-five per cent of 
our verbal communication consists of speaking and listening. 
While it is true that these percentages represent average and 
that some people spend more of their time participating in 
communication than others, the fact still remains that oral 
communication is one of the things we shall be doing most 
frequently throughout our lives. So, it isn’t a question of 
whether we communicate; instead, it is a question of how 
effective is our communication. 

Man is a social and communicative being. He lives, works, 
plays, and talks with others. As such, the ability to speak well 
is an important asset because what we are as a nation and 
people is largely the result of the exchange of traditions, 
experiences, ideas, and desires. 

There is no single facet of our social, religious, political, 
or economic order that represents the endeavor of a single 
individual. The mass media of communication developed since 
Alexander Graham Bell invented the telephone in 1876— 
and obviously the telephone of today is not at all similar to 
the instrument he invented—reflect the interdependence of 
man and his social need to communicate. The more than forty 
million television sets in households, the more than seventy- 
five million telephones, the hundred million radios, the 
attendance at motion picture theaters that runs close to fifty 
million a week—all are testimony of the social function and 
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influence of speech in twentieth century America. 

Psychologists emphasize the point that social man’s happi- 
ness and success are dependent upon his ability to communicate 
his ideas, sentiments, and desires so as to influence the be- 
havior of those about him. Studies have shown what we 
teachers of speech have long known to be true. They show 
that the person who speaks effectively is more apt to be 
classified as possessing a pleasing personality than the person 
who is shy, uncertain in his vocal expression, and makes 
errors in his use of oral language. Whether we like it or 
not, speech is a social function that affects the environment 
in which we live as well as the position we occupy in that 
environment. 

The salesman who tries to place an order, the engineer 
who explains an improved mechanical design, the newsboy 
who “hawks” his papers, the lawyer who pleads for a verdict, 
the minister who challenges his listeners to accept a more 
moral code of living—all use speech as their avenue of com- 
munication. In short, the business and professional situation 
without speech activity is so rare that it may be considered 
nonexistent. Dwight Brown, executive vice-president of the 
Ohio Junior Chamber of Commerce, emphasized the im- 
portance of speech as a vocation aid when he stated: 


"In every field of business enterprise, skill in human 
relations is the fundamental prerequisite to success . . . 
and the ability to communicate simply, effectively, and 
persuasively is the keystone of this skill. It is of vital 
importance that business men be able to present to 
others, in clear terms, the benefits which all derive from 
the functioning of our business system.” 


Freedom of speech is guaranteed to each of us by the Bill 
of Rights. This privilege was established on the concept that 
man could govern himself only if he were free to express 
his ideas. Freedom, however, even in a democracy, cannot 
exist as a static, passive condition. It either progresses toward 
greater liberty or recedes toward enslavement. Most of us 
have seen the parallel growth of dictator governments with 
their enslavement of man and the loss of freedom of speech. 

In a free society, the welfare of all citizens depends ulti- 
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mately upon public opinion. The person who has an idea 
or recognizes a fallacy in the ideas of others and fails to 
speak is worse than a person with no ideas. His failure to 
speak may not only deprive the group of greater enjoyment 
and success but result in increased suffering and failure. 
Today, if our democracy is to reflect the will of the people, 
the people must make their opinions articulate; they must 
talk and listen for the mutual benefit of all. The concept of 
freedom of speech as a right of our democracy society, how- 
ever, is not enough. If it is to live as a vibrant force for a 
freer man and a better society, we must train ourselves to 
exercise certain responsibilities. We must acquire a knowledge 
of local, state, national, and even international problems. We 
must develop the ability to evaluate proposals critically, recog- 
nize emotional appeals, and suspend judgment until we are 
in a position to draw logical, nonemotional conclusions. We 
must develop the ability to express our ideas clearly and 
forcefully. We must use that ability when the occasion de- 
mands. We must realize, sanction, and support the right of 
others to express their ideas as freely as we would demand 


the right for ourselves. We must never forget that democracy’ 


without people who speak freely and forcefully is an empty 
term. 

These are some of the reasons why I say to you that your 
speech is important to all of us. They are also reasons back of 
my strong belief in the advantages of participation in debate. 
I salute you for being here tonight for your presence indicates 
a desire to meet your future responsibilities as a citizen in our 
great democracy. I sincerely hope that I never become a 
member of those who can see only evil in you, the younger 
generation. Actually, you and your fellow students fill me with 
awe at the knowledge you possess as a group, and the interests 
and desires you indicate. I only wish I had known as much 
when I was your age. I say to you without reservation that 
I have no fear for the survival of democracy for tomorrow 
as long as we have young men and women such as you develop- 
ing and exercising their privilege of effective communication 
and moral responsibility. I salute you and your generation for 
your endeavor and foresight and I rest easy, knowing the 
furure of America is safe with you and your fellow debaters. 


NEITHER STATE NOR PERSONAL RIGHTS MAY BE USED TO DENY CONSTITUTION RIGHT 
By WILLIAM P. ROGERS, Aétorney General of the United States, Washington, D. C. 


Delivered before the Fortieth Annual Convention of the Tau Epsilon Rho Law Fraternity, Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, 
December 29, 1960 


HANCELLOR SCHWARTZBERG, Members of Tau 
Epsilon Rho, Ladies and Gentlemen: I am greatly hon- 
ored to have been selected to receive the Benjamin N. 
Cardozo Memorial Award for 1960. Previous recipients of this 
award by their accomplishments have contributed much to the 
public good. To be included in such a distinguished group is a 
recognition which I shall always prize and for which I am 
grateful to you. 

In accepting the award I would emphasize two things. First, 
the members of this legal fraternity are to be commended for 
their sponsorship of a program which each year gives renewed 
recognition to the ideals of one of America’s outstanding phi- 
losophers and jurists. The writings and legal decisions of Jus- 
tice Cardozo in the area of individual rights and liberties are 
landmarks which continue to guide our nation in its efforts to 


secure full realization of constitutional guarantees for all of our 
citizens. 

Then, too, this award expresses your recognition and approv- 
al of the recent work of the Department of Justice in the field 
of civil rights. It is a record of progress of which, I believe, all 
Americans can be proud. In acknowledging your recognition I 
want to pay special tribute ro the many dedicated career people 
in the Department who have contributed so much to its 
achievement. 

Despite the progress which has been made there is much 
which remains to be done. For this reason I would like to dis- 
cuss with you briefly tonight one or two matters which are of 
current interest. 

There is no more important concept in our system of gov- 
ernment than that all men are equal in the eyes of the law. This 
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ideal expresses our belief in the worth of each individual in our 
society. It reflects our determination that no one, however 
powerful or prominent, has any more rights nor are his rights 
determined any differently than the humblest or least known 
among us. 

In the broad sense, this is what we mean when we talk about 
civil rights. Obviously men are not equal in all things; some 
are wiser, some are richer, some are stronger; but in terms of 
rights and privileges guaranteed by law and protected by gov- 
ernment all men are the same regardless of race or religion. No 
thoughtful person, I believe, seriously quarrels with this—in 
the abstract. 

Why is it, then, that there are so many otherwise thoughtful 
persons who are vehement in their opposition to the principle 
when it is put into practice? 

There are many complex, and often confused reasons, why 
this is so. I shall refer only to two of them. 

The first is the group response which manifests itself in the 
general phrase, ‘states’ rights.” 

The second is the individual response which manifests itself 
in the statement, “I've got some rights, too.” 

From these two starting points it is an easy matter to become 
convinced of the rightness of a wrong cause. 

How can you explain the constitutional guarantees, in easily 
understood terms, to refute these responses? It might be stated 
this way—the Constitution prohibits government from having 
prejudice. The Constitution does not prohibit private prejudice 
—that is a matter of individual conscience. It does, however, 
prohibit discrimination based on race or religion by govern- 
ment. Stated another way, the Constitution does not attempt 
to prevent an individual from being a bigot or a racist. The 
Constitution does proscribe, however, bigotry or racism by gov- 
ernmental action, federal or state, direct or indirect. No govern- 
ment by statute or by any governmental action may say—or 
defend in the name of “states’ rights’—"“you do this because 
you are a Negro” or “you do this because you are white” or “you 
may not do this because you are an Oriental.” It may not build 
a highway to be used only by certain religious groups—it may 
not build public parks to be used only by certain racial groups 
—it may not build and maintain public schools for any racial 
or religious group or groups. Stated simply then, the Constitu- 
tion means that no government—federal, state or local—may 
treat people differently because of race or religion. 

What about the contention, “I've got some rights, too?” The 
answer which I have already suggested is, of course, that the 
Constitution does not prohibit individual prejudice or bias as 
long as it is confined to that. However, an individual may not 
take any action either alone or with others to intimidate or 
coerce any person from exercising his constitutional rights. Nor 
may he look to governmental sanction or protection of his 
prejudices. 

For purposes of illustration, let me turn to two major areas 
—voting and school integration—where we have encountered 
some of the problems I have mentioned and where, I am happy 
to say, we have made some significant progress. 

Most people recognize that in the field of voting there can 
be no racial discrimination by law or by any state official. On 
the other hand, it is not so well understood that certain types 
of “private conduct” by private citizens can also violate federal 
law. It is here that the “I have my rights, too” argument is 
heard most vociferously. 

This point is illustrated by three cases initiated by the De- 
partment this fall under the Civil Rights Acts of 1957 and 
1960 which permit the government to seek injunctions to pro- 
tect the right to vote and to proceed against any person who 
resorts to reprisals, threats or economic coercion to intimidate 
citizens, regardless of their race, from voting. Parenthetically, I 
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want to say that I believe that these statutes are great landmarks 
in the struggle for human rights. I hope you will understand 
and excuse my pride in the significant role taken by the De- 
partment of Justice in conceiving, drafting, and fighting for 
their passage in Congress. 

These cases to which I refer are in Haywood and Fayette 
Counties, Tennessee, and involve massive boycotts by more 
than 150 defendants against Negroes who voted or attempted 
to vote. The boycott even extended to those who do business 
with those Negroes who voted or attempted to vote. The gov- 
ernment alleged that defendants circulated lists containing the 
names of Negroes who were registered or who had attempted 
to register. These lists were used by storekeepers who kept 
them under their counters to identify Negro customers to 
whom they would refuse to sell groceries. Certain defendant 
banks are alleged to have referred to the lists and denied credit 
for crop loans to Negroes whose names appeared there. Other 
defendants, who are gas distributors, are charged with having 
refused to deliver gas to the farm tanks of Negroes for their 
tractors. Still other defendants are accused of refusing to sell 
fertilizer and other farm necessaries to listed Negroes. In short, 
in these farm counties, the Government has charged the de- 
fendants with removing or attempting to remove from Negroes 
who sought to vote all of the necessities for earning a living 
and, indeed, of subsisting. 

The argument advanced by the defendants and other inter- 
ested parties is that the Department is really seeking to inter- 
fere with the right of persons to conduct their own business as 
they see fit. They claim a right to do business or not to do busi- 
ness with anyone they choose. They say the reasons for their 
acts are no affair of the Government. 

The Government does not dispute that ordinarily a private 
citizen may run his own business in his own way. What we do 
contend is that no one has the right to resort to economic coer- 
cion or acts of reprisal to discourage or thwart any person from 
exercising his constitutional right to vote. Stated simply, the 
law forbids acts committed by private citizens in the conduct 
of their private business when aimed at depriving persons of 
their right to vote. In these cases we are contending that the 
defendants are not seeking to exercise a legitimate business 
right—they are seeking to punish others for exercising their 
lawful constitutional rights. This the law is designed to forbid. 

Turning now to the argument of “states’ rights” let me illus- 
trate how the doctrine has been distorted in an effort to prevent 
Negroes from enjoying their constitutional rights in the field of 
school desegregation. , 

In considering school desegregation it must be borne in 
mind that for some 150 years we lived in a legal and social 
framework which did not prohibit the building of separate but 
equal school systems in many states. For understandable reasons, 
this has posed a number of difficult problems in adjusting to 
the Supreme Court’s decision in 1954. The most persistent false 
notion and one that has been the most difficult to dispel is that 
there is some legal means of overcoming that decision and 
preserving public school systems on a racially segregated basis. 

To a large degree this is what has been involved in the New 
Orleans school case. Since 1954, it has been the law that a state 
violates the Constitution of the United States when it denies 
a Negro child who is otherwise qualified for admission to a 
particular public school, and who seeks admission, the right to 
enter that school. Nevertheless, starting in 1954 and continuing 
right up until this month, the Louisiana Legislature in a series 
of extraordinary sessions has enacted more than 30 statutes and 
resolutions designed to prevent desegregation of the Orleans 
Parish school system. 

Recently the various pressures such as impairment of credit, 
withholding of salaries, attempts to legislate out of office School 
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Board members and similar acts convinced the District Court 
that the Department should participate in the basic cases for 
the purpose of protecting and implementing federal court 
orders and processes. The Department has already intervened 
in a related suit to restrain enforcement of a Louisiana statute 
making it a crime for Federal judges, lawyers and marshals to 
make and implement orders of the Federal Court in connection 
with school desegregation cases. 

In the light of these developments certain observations about 

he Orleans Parish school desegregation problem, though ob- 
vious to most of us, cannot be overemphasized. Notwithstand- 
ing the resistance of the Louisiana Legislature and other state 
officials, I believe it fair to observe that this difficule litigation 
and the so-called “continuing crisis,” discouraging as it has 
been, may provide greater understanding that the obstructive, 
belligerent course is of no avail but merely causes grief for all 
concerned. If this lesson has been learned it may provide hope 
of enhanced progress in the future, not only in Louisiana, but 
in other states as well. Let me point to some of the results to 
date. 

First, the Supreme Court and the Federal District Court, 
have reiterated that “interposition,” which after all is only a 
polite term for nullification, is a thoroughly discredited legal 
doctrine and, indeed, has been since the days of President An- 
drew Jackson. 

Second, the case clearly emphasizes the important legal prop- 
osition that state legislation, seemingly innocent on its face, 
must fail where it is obviously designed to impede or obstruct 
federal court orders based on clear-cut constitutional principles. 

Third, this school crisis has underscored the fact that oppo- 
sition to federal court decrees is activated by a small minority 
of the population in the community affected—a group, by and 
iarge, which is susceptible to the passions aroused by white 
citizens’ councils and similarly oriented groups. 
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Fourth, steadfast and objective devotion to their law enforce- 
ment duties by the police force—in this case the New Orleans 
police force—can be a very stabilizing influence in a crisis of 
this kind. 

Fifth, it is heartening to observe how successful and effective 
groups can be, such as the League of Women Voters, Save Our 
Schools, and the business organizations which have spoken with 
increasing vigor against the interposition tactics of state off- 
cials. 

Finally, the New Orleans experience is increasingly demon- 
strating to people of good will in Louisiana and elsewhere that 
state officials, who are sworn to observe the Constitution of the 
United States, can only cause widespread economic and social 
problems for themselves and their constituents by massive legal 
esistance to the Constitution. 

In conclusion, let me leave you with these thoughts. A sound 
legal framework now exists upon which to build further and 
substantial progress in the field of civil rights. The question 
which remains is whether that progress will come in an orderly 
fashion or only after last-ditch resistance which is so harmful 
to Our nation. 

The United States, of course, can and will compel compliance 
with the Constitution and laws. Legal actions such as those to 
which I have referred serve to teach and mold attitudes and 
crystallize public opinion in support of Constitutional concepts. 
But a lasting solution in the field of race relations requires that 
people in their home communities accept the principle of 
equality under law and practice it in their daily lives. 

We must always remember that scrupulous regard for the 
rights of others and for the integrity of the law's processes lies 
at the very core of ordered liberty. It is in this spirit that we 
must ultimately achieve, for all our citizens, the full realization 
of the freedoms which our Constitution guarantees. 


Automation And Governmental Policy 


TRI-FOLD NATURE OF UNEMPLOYMENT 
By JAMES T. O'CONNELL, Under Secretary of Labor 


Delivered before the Annual Congress of American Industry conducted by National Association of Manufacturers, New Y ork, 
New York, December 9, 1960 


AM GREATLY PLEASED to be able to address this in- 

dustrial relations session of the 65th annual Congress of 

American Industry, and one of the principal reasons rests 
with my own long-time interest in the topic we are consider- 
ing this afternoon. What we call “automation” and the ques- 
tions associated with it—how much, how fast, what kind, and 
the effect of each of these on the American labor force—have 
been a continuing concern of the Department of Labor 
throughout the years of my association with it. 

Our principal area of interest has been the last of these ques- 
tions, the matter of how governmental policy can best influence 
a successful fusion of industrial change and work force stability. 
In my own efforts in the formulation of such policy, I have 
become convinced that whatever the direction of governmental 
action, it ought to rest on three basic premises. 

The first of these is a recognition that so-called “automation” 
is mot so much an unprecedented phenomenon as it is an his- 
torical continuation of technological development and increas- 
ing productivity. 

The second is that this sort of technological development 
ought to be viewed principally as an instrument for human bet- 


terment, and that as such, there exists an obligation to deter- 
mine an equitable sharing of its benefits throughout a given 
society. 

The third is that in a free economy such as ours the develop- 
ment of successful approaches must remain the shared burden 
of both public and private initiative. 

It is on the base created by these premises that I think Amer- 
ica can best proceed toward the specifics, toward the realities 
of what's ahead for her people in an age of an industrial ma- 
chine changing in nature and growing in complexity by the 
day. These specifics involve both the labor force itself, and the 
economy within which that labor force operates. A brief anal- 
ysis of both is vitally pertinent to our discussion here today. 

In the 1960's, at the same time that automation will be mak- 
ing its most significant inroads into our industrial posture, it 
happens also that the American manpower picture will be as- 
suming something of a unique configuration. In the Depart- 
ment of Labor, we use the term “hourglass” to describe it. 
What it implies, basically, is that we are going to have heavy 
concentrations of workers in the age brackets under 25, and 
over 45 while in the middle age groups—from 26 to 44—we 
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have grown thin. In a labor force which is going to increase 
by a total number of 13.5 million workers, there will be virtu- 
ally no increase in the traditionally preferred 25-to-45 age 
group. The significance of this development for us here today 
rests with the fact that all of our increase is going to come 
from worker groups which historically have been most suscep- 
tible to the adverse effects of technological development. 
Growth in our labor force in the decade ahead will find its 
source among older workers, our youths, our women workers, 
and in other worker groups within which education, training, 
and skill levels have traditionally been low. This is to occur at 
the same time that an accelerated introduction of automated 
techniques will be requiring rapidly rising levels of individual 
technical competence on the industrial front. The implications 
for training, re-training, and educational speed-up become clear. 

And what of the American economy itself? What is its rela- 
tionship to the American labor force and the automated meth- 
ods of increasing productivity which that labor force will be 
called upon to implement? 

For our purposes, I think the first step is to consider the im- 
portance of the clear, re-emergence, since World War II, of 
cyclical economic growth in America. It seems to me that we 
have come to adapt ourselves, and will continue to have to do 
so irito the foreseeable future, to growth in surges. We find that 
total output, per capita income, and employment levels all rise 


, to new levels in the recovery and expansion phases of the busi- 


ness cycle; they all decline during the recession phases. Along 
the way, things happen to technological development and to 
the nation’s labor force. 

During forward movements of expansion, we see that pro- 
ductivity through technological refinement rises (and remains a 
permanent gain), but that at the same time the economy ordi- 
narily successfully absorbs in large part both residual unem- 
ployment from the preceding downturn and new additions to 
the work force. That this takes place is proof of the ability of 
a free economy to adapt to and to grow with continually rising 
productivity. Nevertheless, the fact remains that even at the 
height of expansion, our Department of Labor will each month 
report out certain levels of unemployment. 

The question now becomes one of “Who are the unem- 
ployed?” and of “How do we relate these people to techno- 
logical development?” 

The answers are found in a clear recognition of the tri-fold 
nature of unemployment in this nation. You take a look at the 
number of unemployed in a given month and you can divide 
them into three categories. 

The first category is labeled “frictional unemployment.” This 
is short-term in character and for the most part applies to peo- 
ple who are simply in the midst of a job change. Generally, if 
you could arrive at the total number of job vacancies across the 
nation, the total would be equivalent to the number of people 
“frictionally unemployed” at a given moment. 

There is, secondly, “cyclical unemployment” which relates 
to overall demand within the economy, to the general area of 
the particular business cycle. Almost always, we can confidently 
predict the re-absorption of these people into the ranks of the 
employed at a reasonably early date. 

The third category is “structural unemployment,” and it is 
the most difficult of these areas for which to set forth solution. 
Structural unemployment involves deep-seated changes within 
our economic posture, and a consequent upheaval in the pat- 
tern of labor demand. The causes may rest with relocation of 
industries, with depletion of resources, and—most important 
for us—with the introduction of labor-saving devices, the last 
of which is, in a word, automation. 

When you've considered overall unemployment from the 
view I've just sketched, you arrive, first of all, at the correct 
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conclusion that our increasing productivity through technology 
is far from the principal cause of any joblessness we experience 
in any particular month or year. Rather, in examining the con- 
sistent growth of the employed labor force, it becomes clear 
that long-held theory has for the most part worked out in 
actual practice. New avenues of employment open up. Invest- 
ment of profits from labor-saving devices takes place. Increased 
earnings for workers lead to increased consumption. Reduced 
prices raise demand for a product. Productivity surges inevi- 
tably carry with them economic expansion. 

All of this is reassuring with respect to our traditional con- 
cepts of a free economy. Unfortunately, however, it does not 
eradicate the fact that structural unemployment is today a very 
serious problem in this nation. And by anybody's appraisal, 
the almost incredibly rapid growth of automated industrial 
techniques remains an integral part of the difficulty involved in 
alleviating that problem. The adjustments take time, but they 
do require that someone do something. 

So we must turn to the question of where the Federal Gov- 
ernment fits in the face of the principal facts which concern 
us:—a changing manpower structure, an economy cyclical in 
nature, a technology expanding at a pace too rapid for our pres- 
ent capabilities for human adjustment. 

In pursuing the question, we have to begin with the knowl- 
edge that the Congress has already established as national policy 
the maintenance of maximum employment, output, and in- 
comes. This is what is envisioned in the full employment policy 
to which the Government has been committed since 1946. At 
this particular point in time, we have only to ask ourselves 
“what are the appropriate measures now?” How do we im- 
plement the objectives of what we term “full employment 
policy?” 

In my view, the very first area to which Government has to 
turn its attentions is that of the farm labor scene. We don’t 
often look at this as a labor force problem. It is a fact that has 
escaped the attention of most Americans that nowhere has the 
effect of technological progress been as strongly felt as it has 
in agriculture, and that the result has been in recent years a 
human migration from farm to industrial life that is almost 
astounding in its magnitude. Farm employment has declined on 
an annual average of 200,000 during the last ten years, a 25 
= cent drop in this industry's labor force in the short space of 
a decade. 


We have made a start on this problem through the Rural 
Development Program, designed to re-train workers for indus- 
trial activity and attract industry to rural areas. More needs to 
be done on the governmental level, however, and perhaps the 
best broad-gauge solution rests with some form of minimum 
wage level for hired farm workers; a move which would very 
likely create more economical and productive use of farm 
workers and which would, at the same time, facilitate the trans- 
fer of workers from the agricultural to the industrial commu- 
nity. 

Beyond this rather particular problem (and farm employ- 
ment represents an area worthy of singling out independently 
in today’s discussion), there are other courses of action which 
the Government ought to pursue. 

One of the most obvious, of course, is fact-finding. In meet- 
ing the complex of problems created by an industrial technol- 
ogy which almost all of us deem as desirable, labor, manage- 
ment, and the American people have a right to expect com- 
petent and detailed analysis of the facts at hand; the national 
state and community picture. This is an area of governmental 
service which ought to be considerably expanded. 

Fiscal and monetary policies are another very obvious meth- 
od of implementing the Government's obligations toward a full 
employment policy, and it is here that expanded fact-finding 
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capabilities could prove of greatest benefit. We are, at this time, 
too uncertain in our ability to accurately weigh our available 
economic indicators. 

Government guidance on the industrial relations front could 
prove another integral part of a plan to meet successfully the 
technological challenge of the times. The present Administra- 
tion has pursued this policy with a great deal of confidence and 
interest, and some of the results have been reflected in special 
committees to study technological growth in the steel and rail- 
road industries, and in the initiation of unprecedented labor- 
management “summit” conferences. From my own experience, 
I can assure you that the Government can function with unus- 
ual effectiveness in this area. 

Beyond these broad consideratic: ever, the Federal 
Government at this point has to berio co curn its attention to 
some more specific needs. It has to iniiucace more effectively 
education and training throughout the ijand. It has to provide 
some positive guidance and initiative for the retraining of 
workers now employed, and for workers already displaced. It 
has to determine whether or not there exists a need for a na- 
tional policy on the relocation of workers. It has to improve, 
if ic can, the structure and organization of the nation’s prin- 
cipal labor markets. 


In dealing with all of these specifics, we already have at our 
disposal one of the best governmental devices conceivable. This 
is the United States Employment Service, which—to my way 
of thinking—could prove the instrumentality through which 
we could achieve the goals we require without excessive en- 
croachment upon the rights and responsibilities of the private 
sector of the American economy. 


Today, the USES is not used effectively by employers. The 
entire employment-unemployment system is hamstrung by state 
regulations and policies which have not kept pace with the 
type of technological growth which has brought us into discus- 
sion this afternoon. I submit that you do not need a new and 
impressive set of Government agencies to attack the problems 
which concern us, but rather that the United States Employ- 
ment Service—if “unleashed,” as to speak, and with a whole 
new set of tools and a more realistic legal lease on life—could 
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get very much to the heart of all that we have talked about 
today. 

We need a USES flexible and effective enough to serve as 
the principal governmental reactor—on the employment front 
—to economic transition. 

We need a USES which has as a part of its responsibilities 
the conduct of the retraining of displaced workers. 

We need a USES, in short, which is used to the fullest of its 
potential, and which stays ahead of the situation at hand, and 
not behind it. 

I would, finally, call attention to all of the consideration 
which has been given, in recent years, to governmental finan- 
cial assistance for so-called “depressed areas.” This is a proper 
area of governmental activity, and has long been endorsed as 
such by both President Eisenhower and Secretary Mitchell. We 
need this type of program, and I hope we get it soon. I also 
hope, however, that when we get it started, it proceeds on the 
basis of rehabilitating area capital facilities—both public and 
private—and not on the basis of simply producing Federal 
money in the mistaken belief that all of our problems will then 
be solved. 

In all of this talk about automation this afternoon, I note 
that we have human minds wondering what to do about it. I 
find myself reassured by a story I heard some time ago about 
an electronics expert who designed a marvelous machine with 
which he could play checkers. He was troubled, however, by 
the fact that he could never impress a particular friend with his 
creation. In stages, he had programmed the machine to play an 
alert game of checkers, had programmed it to the point at 
which it began to sense his own mistakes and interpret and use 
the knowledge, had programmed it to the point where it pulled 
even to him in ability and finesse, and finally had programmed 
it to the inevitable moment when it began to beat him unmer- 
cifully. With a smile of satisfaction he asked his friend whether 
that was enough to satisfy him, and if not, what was he looking 
for? 

The friend replied, “I'll be satisfied only when the d 
thing starts to program itself.” 

Gentlemen—this is a problem of human beings we face— 
and only human beings can program its solution. 





“The Challenge We Face” 


THE OPPORTUNITY TO GAIN A NEW PERSPECTIVE OF OURSELVES 
By CHARLES H. PERCY, President, Bell & Howell Company, Chicago, Illinois 


Delivered at Investment Bankers Association of America, Forty-Ninth Annual Convention, Hollywood, Florida, 


November 


HE INVESTMENT banking field has been subject to al- 

most as many bad jokes as the field of home movies, but 

I believe that the image of the amateur photographer bor- 
ing his captive friends with poor movies is as obsolete as the 
image of the Wall Street banker holding the starving widow 
in his clutches. Certainly, from my own experience of 22 years 
association with Bell & Howell, I can testify that we rely heav- 
ily on our friends and associates in the investment banking field 
for advice and counsel. Not only are you providing the capital 
necessary for the vitality and growth of our system; but, more 
important, you are bringing creative, dynamic ideas and oppor- 
tunities to our businesses and making major contributions to 
their growth and deveolpment. From our point of view, then, 
we see no problem whatsoever in “being in the hands of the 
bankers.” Whether commercial or investment, we have come 
to look upon our bankers as partners in our business. 


30, 1960 


The economic face of America is changing, but its principles 
will remain the same. Broadly based private ownership of the 
means of production is the basis for initiative and growth. The 
profit system is the incentive for progress. And individual free- 
dom is the life blood of the system. A violation of any one of 
these principles weakens the others. The capitalist fulfillment 
is not guaranteed. In fact, a free system is-always precarious. 
Lacking the rigorous controls of the totalitarian system, we 
willingly subject ourselves to the risks of freedom and individ- 
ual action. 

In a democracy—in a capitalistic system—the seat of author- 
ity is the individual. So the question is: What can we as indi- 
viduals do to make as certain as possible that the promise of 
capitalism is fulfilled and that a free society can continue to 
demonstrate its superiority? As individuals—and as business- 
men—we face great challenges at home and abroad and what 
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we do as individuals will determine the course of the future. 

Between now and the end of the century we must work for 
the solution of pressing domestic problems of tremendous mag- 
nitude. Ip education, in civil rights, in the maintenance of a 
stable and growing economy, in the great urban centers of 
population and on our farms we face challenges that we must 
meet and problems that we must solve lest our system be so 
weakened that our people turn to the government for the solu- 
tions to their problems rather than to the system that has pro- 
vided for us the highest standard of living in the world. 


The problem of our education system is an outstanding ex- 
ample of the magntitude of the challenge that lies ahead. Edu- 
cation is not a cultural nicety; it is the cutting edge of civiliza- 
tion. We must have it for survival. By 1976 there will be 76 
million Americans of school and college age. There will be 42 
million children in primary schools and 13 million in high 
schools. We will need 600,000 new school rooms in the public 
schools alone and 500,000 new teachers. And the job of meet- 
ing this tremendous need rests with individuals acting in the 
interest of their own local communities and with the resources 
that they can muster /ocally. 


Our great metropolitan areas offer another great challenge. 
With more than two thirds of our population living in metro- 
politan areas, the interests of the urban dweller are of highest 
priority in our national scheme of things. As the tendency to- 
wards urbanization increases in the U. S. and as the great 
metropolitan areas increase in size and complexity, the mutual 
obligation of the individual to his city and of the city to the 
individual citizen will increase and become more intense. Man 
cannot create so vast a social organization and then disavow 
responsibility for its continued well being. In many of Ameri- 
ca’s great Cities in recent years there has come a great moment 
—a critical moment of recognition. It has been a recognition 
of two things: A recognition of the desperate plight of the city 
and its people and a recognition of the responsibility to do 
something about it. Where the /ocal recognition of individual 
responsibility has not occurred, there we see no resurgence, no 
halt to the processes of decay and obsolescence that the great 
metropolitan areas are suffering. 

On no other matter is the U. S. watched more closely by the 
rest of the world than on the matter of individual liberty. If 
America cannot guarantee individual freedom to every citizen 
of the United States, how can we expect to exert leadership in 
a world where the majority of the population is non-white? 
How can we convey understanding and help to the struggling 
new nations and win them to the side of freedom if our own 
hands are unclean? How can we, as individuals, fulfill our com- 
plete responsibilities as citizens if we countenance second class 
citizens among us? This is part of the American dream, then, 
which is unfulfilled. This is part of the job remaining to be 
done. 

But to do all of these things, to meet ali of these challenges 
we must be strong. Unless we are strong, unless our economy 
continues to grow and to provide opportunity for every one of 
our citizens, we may fall short. The economy of the United 
States of America is not the White House, the Treasury De- 
partment or the Federal Reserve System. It is largely dependent 
upon the buying decisions of 180 million people, and their 
decisions rest upon their confidence in the future. We in the 
business community contribute substantially to this confidence. 
We contribute by the risk we take, by the product innovations 
we make, by the investments we undertake to keep our plant 
and equipment modern and product costs low, the market strat- 
egy we use in moving product, the labor relations we adopt and 
the educational programs we carry on to be sure that govern- 
mental policy is designed to stimulate initiative and encourage 
enterprise. I think we can learn from our past experiences as 
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we look ahead. The recession of 1958 and the recent softness in 
certain segments of the economic system have caused American 
business men to carefully re-evaluate some of their management 
decisions and some of their actions. We were gratified at Bell 
& Howell in 1958 to be able to counter the deflationary swing 
of the cycle by taking positive action, rather than tightening 
up all along the line, retrenching, and “battening down the 
hatches.” We ended that year with a 20% increase in sales and 
a 15% increase in profits. 

A company can, of course, weather the storm by taking nega- 
tive actions. But times of attrition also present positive opportu- 
nities to take action for expansion and active growth. I think it 
is a sound general principle to say that a recession period is a 
good time to work on market expansion, a good time to buy and 
utilize resources which are in abundance and are available on 
better terms, a good time to meet the competitive pressures by 
lowering prices and increasing volume in order to maintain a 
full work force and bring a better product to the market at a 
lower price. 

The government also has a positive role to play in assuring 
a growing strong economy. Where the tax system works against 
capital accumulation, where it gives unequal advantage to in- 
dividual industries, where it limits initiative and reduces incen- 
tive, where it penalizes unduly, and where it erodes our capital 
base—these are the places for reform. Depreciation and capital 
accumulation call for careful review. Our tax laws are still too 
rigid and restrictive in the treatment of depreciation. America’s 
industrial plant has been growing progressively older, on the 
average, for the past 50 years. One third of American capital 
equipment is obsolete. 

Creative depreciation policies, beyond the improvements 
made in 1954, can step up our rate of investment, improve our 
efficiency, reduce costs, and create more jobs by making Ameri- 
can products more competitive in world markets. 

It is more difficult today than ever before to save—to ac- 
cumulate the means for creating more capital. But in an econ- 
omy that depends on private capital there must be no barrier 
to individual and business savings because they are the foun- 
tainhead for investment. It becomes increasingly hard to justify 
the 91% tax rate. Confiscation is mot a sound basis for capital 
creation. 

The tax reform measures of 1954 took a long step forward 
in restoring our faith in the effectiveness of the incentive sys- 
tem as the one best way of doing the job. But more needs to 
be done. If our individual plans for the future do not take into 
account some of these fundamental issues and problems . . . If 
we, as individuals, do no work toward their solution . . . If the 
men in this room, the outstanding businessmen of the richest 
nation on earth, do not individually take upon themselves each 
problem confronting our economic system ... Then, in a 
free enterprise system which depends upon individual decision 
making... 


WHO WILL? 


The great significance of the solution to our domestic prob- 
lems lies in the effect that these have on our solution to the 
challenges which face us abroad. We cannot adequately con- 
front the challenge of Communist domination unless we are 
free and strong at home. 

Lest we become complacement, let us for a moment visual- 
ize the vast continuous land mass which stretches from the 
Atlantic and the North Sea in the West to the Pacific in the 
East. This great Eurasian land mass constitutes 2/Sths of the 
land area of the world outside the polar regions. There dwell 
upon it perhaps three fourths of the human race. With the 
industrial complexes of all Europe, including Great Britain, 
and all Asia, including Japan, and with its vast natural re- 
sources, Eurasia comprises within itself the major elements of 
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world power. Whoever can dominate Eurasia can potentially 
dominate the world. The new axis threat—the Moscow-Peiping 
axis—lies at the very heart of this area. 

From their strategic center, the Communists can thrust at 
Berlin and western Europe. Or they can turn to the opposite 
side of the world and thrust at Korea which could become a 
dagger pointed at Japan. Or they can seize Tibet as Red China 
did in 1953. Or they can send arms to Egypt or Iraq to inflame 
the Middle East or send guns thundering into the Formosa 
Straits one week and precipitate a crisis over Berlin the next. 
Whoever controls Eurasia can easily control Africa. And a 
Western Hemisphere cut off from the materials and markets 
and manpower of the rest of the world could not long remain 
independent, economically or politically. 

The Communist strategy, then, is to cut America away from 
her sources of raw material and her markets. To isolate America 
economically and politically would be the greatest victory the 
Communists could achieve. And they can do it without firing a 
shot. These are the facts we all know and in themselves they 
give us some measure of the job we face ahead. 

If this strategy is ultimately successful, that part of the earth 
left to American influence will either be so small as to consti- 
tute grounds for surrender or as a minimum bring about a dras- 
tic reduction in our economic well being at home. 

In our relationships with the rest of the world, no problem 
is more pressing, no challenge more exciting than the emer- 
gence of the developing nations. As new nations come into 
being and as old nations seek new economic, social and political 
achievements for their people, America and the free world have 
a deep obligation to provide leadership, to offer assistance, to 
give guidance from our experience and to be constantly on 
guard to be absolutely certain that the foundling nations do not 
mire in a chaos of unrealistic aspirations and fall in with the 
easy delusion that individual freedom can be realized in a cap- 
tive nation, America must join with the mature and developed 
nations in making available resources and technical aid to the 
emerging nations in such a manner as to insure maximum in- 
dependence and mutual respect. 

If America’s economic system is not strong and if we as indi- 
viduals fail to play our part in keeping America’s strength, we 
will not be up to the demands that the world now imposes 
upon us. We must maintain our strength at home in order to 
assure the rest of the world that their confidence in America is 
not misplaced. 

The individual American business firm and the individual 
American businessman can take small but firm steps in the road 
toward international understanding, the spread of the idea of 
freedom, and world peace. At Bell & Howell, we have tried to 
examine the role of business and businessmen and their im- 
pact on American culture through our use of mass media. Busi- 
ness has a virtual monopoly of prime night time in the greatest 
communication medium in history, and we must ask ourselves 
whether we are using it to convey meaningful information and 
knowledge. Our own experiment has proved worthwhile. Eight- 
een months ago we decided to devote 100% of our television 
budget to the sponsorship of public service shows on prime 
night time, which, with the cooperation of the networks, be- 
came a television first. Sponsorship of such great programs as 
NBC's “Why Berlin?” CBS Reports “The population Expan- 
sion,” and “Who speaks for the South?” ABC's “Churchill's 
Valiant Years,” as well as exclusive sponsorship of all ABC's 
public service shows, has convinced us that the American public 
wants a TV diet more sturdy than pablum. A portrayal of the 
real problems and challenges of our time seems more appropri- 
ate and equally as exciting as a portrayal of the West as it 
probably never was. We have also demonstrated that such pro- 
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grams make it possible for us to reach an (important part of) 
Bell & Howell's market with considerable impact. And we be- 
lieve we are also fulfilling an obligation to help keep our coun- 
try strong through greater understanding. This is, indeed, the 
precept of Adam Smith's “invisible hand” making itself felt in 
modern society. 

A third great challenge confronting America is the achieve- 
ment of lasting peace. We must give the human world, a 
breathing space, a chance to devise new institutions and new 
relationships which will provide a new setting for the achieve- 
ments of science. Never before in history has the potential lag 
between man’s scientific achievements and his political achieve- 
ments been so great. This must be repaired. The gap must be 
closed with whole new concepts of how men can live together. 

Bell & Howell entered the space age and the electronic 
instrumentation field early this year in its merger with Con- 
solidated Electrodynamics Corporation. The five miniature 
tape recorders in the Courier Satellite, which can receive 
and transmit teletype traffic at the rate of 68,000 words per 
minute, were all developed by C.E.C. We have all watched 
Echo One move across the skies, marveling as all men do at 
the majesty of this great achievement. As we have established 
another small but historic speck of influence in the universe, we 
have come to realize the immensity of the new dimension that 
has been opened, and the relative unimportance we occupy as 
human beings unless we can demonstrate and use the God- 
given reason that we possess. No more dramatic challenge has 
ever been laid before the people of this earth. If our eyes are 
not now lifted, whenever will they be? If our horizons are not 
now expanded can they ever be? If our minds are not chal- 
lenged by these vistas, how can we ever come to grips with 
the problems which beset us on this planet? 

The great opportunity which space exploration offers us is 
not the chance of going to the moon, mo¢ the possibility of 
finding life on Mars,—it is the opportunity to gain a new per- 
spective on owrselves. The achievements of science will be 
meaningless if they tell us nothing of ourselves. If we do not 
stand humbled by the findings in the Universe, how can we 
lay aside our petty quarrels and differences on this earth? 

The probing of space offers America and Russia and the rest 
of the world an opportunity to rediscover the earth. 

The great strides of science and technology offer us an op- 
portunity to work together in peaceful harmony—a greater 
opportunity than we have ever had. If we were attacked from 
Mars tomorrow, we would solidify this earth in a great defense 
of everything we Earthlings hold dear. But why must we always 
act at our best when we are threatened with the worst? Can't 
we use the same great spirit of cooperation which made the 
International Geophysical Year such a success, such a magni- 
ficent experiment, as the basis for future peaceful cooperation 
to free the world from fear? 

We have talked about the challenges at home, the chal- 
lenges abroad, the challenge of the new dimension of space. 
To meet these challenges there is a greater need for more cou- 
rageous men than ever before in history. The greatest deeds we 
will be called upon to do as a nation will demand the unsparing 
individual effort of many millions of citizens. A nation is most 
secure and its future brightest when its citizens are trained in 
self-discipline, self-reliance, and resolution. 

We have our friends, our freedom, and our strength. We 
have a treasure of resources. We have a great will to do the 
things that need to be done. We have faith. The new era holds 
more promise, more opportunity, more challenge, than at any 
time in history. It is up to each of us to be certain that 
we meet the challenges that lie ahead and fulfill the promise 
that America and a free world hold up before us. 








